_ | 5 : £ es W222 —_ » *.. . - q hd ſo Wn” 
"1 »*< . LA ie ns Cs IE braay! K- 7 N40. et et ods: oy now Ter rod wee mrng* <e s OCW. mg ora — ds - Fea EE DE JE) magri es Ae; Wig TN [2 OE Ry" "SJE Prater ined Aa art CEPT I F-79 xr ann Aa rde oeeteR enctviqnaad 
n % s « RF y 


\ 

\ *$: ena SSC _ anger: rattan. 2” $7" a9; _ # era word woos L = " 4 as _ oy OR PETE CO IS 12's «RY 

DS ; EE EE Es CE LS kh Croll JOS OTA 6 IRS of 4 [EET IT IEF >, 85 ARe Fan ns 1 934 SE t 2Ree A _ YO OUT an Ro ne oat to grantor or bc WET ng eeS rune as #3 70 S SEE. o nymY I I vie art 
| x | | : . Y - - 

- > ; | 


» 


4 


—DIScOURS 


— 
= Ry a 


| © = Connie = 


 SANCHONITATHON 


9 w—_ 
-- 


| Phoenician Hiſtory. = 


| By HENRY DODWELL MA  Þþ 
== "and ſometimes Fellow of Trinity Cob _ 
ledge ear Dublin 72 Ireland. 


Printed by M. Clark,, for B. Tooke at the 
| Ship in St. Pays Church-yard, 1681, © 


% 


ry ” 
C 6 L 
n 6 kc; 
+8 
% PM 's : . 
þ L . $ « 
<w , y. » 4 ; 8 = - a, A 
_ ND CONE Cee EE ITN ? : : Cab 3 Ss. . 
mmm ne nee er age rrp re IS NE do fa RIBS Ot OD EE OE A ECAIS _— - . 1 w#. - x p 
p : 2 * ——————— \————— I RRS.4 COIL IOS. >.» , 4 "WP "We ot Ip ? . : 
MB. YE <3 ke Rt FR . "my IX 1 : - 5 335% "JS x ee. LO > —+ — - gent ou ITT” Tee Bia iS<t onm 
Py "7M, TIES CUT CSP CURRTCECRERSISNEDT, og ome 


0 
RY es LE rat re Ce at or ed Ne Ar CE PEE COR HER ahwp _ l | 
428 .. b, fe Varna ERIN : RTF Pd. p< Cz TREE 5 PET CAR x e— . C : 
« y . 9 f - DONE PAT AERO oe SAS a5 col ETC ow x oat Tet rg. ne or ev ets as GIL : L v 
Wes mn — Ie —-+ - —_ SST Tay EAT I ? —_ : — CE i Or ons 


ON iN 

be p Py 
> 468 F. 

" [; 3 

Ire $ y 

gat 


_ 
» A AYERS x 
4 
. 

. 


3s. % 4 
py bv R => X 
48 $ n © 
9 : - 
f 5 a < py 
3 

} - 
"5 » - bo 
be 4 n _ 

- . 

d 
o 
. 
- Ul 
' 

; : } 
- I i o 

E MT 


” , 
3 ) . 
: . 
: , - v | 
q I £ 
| , { 
4 " . ? by ' * 
4 
1 bn - 
L 
t 2 


| . ( 
$ £ * : E ” 
| * Po ” OG { } 
; . - -3; pw 7; & oy 
—_ 5 ? 
= | Y 
: : : 
; s R { 
b7: t 
q / \ 
2 
py i ; | 
L--2 | 
; , | 


' 4 
38 G 
%, 


Du 6 
$ 
k C 
- 
4 \ 
bo F 
» 
-_ . 
"_ i » 
> is 
4] % 
I ra 
/ , # % 
a 4 
Fo E 4 
. o 


1 4 4 

2 o 

: ; 

g q 
b : 
aA W 
_ P 

4 
| 

4+ > 

3 / \; 


- ; Fl p : ; 3 
7 ICICI 6% Cog oe. hes ERNIE ESIt ena I de Bon MPT ONT ND NEE CE EE ns ama ar SY ” 


ME 


= HE 


CONTENTS. 


HE Occaſion of this Diſconrſs, d. ft. - 
The Uſefulneſs, $. IT. The Credit . 
"of Setickiniathons Work 


ou Porphyry, or Philo Byblius, $. 1IE 


The Philoſophers allowed-a Liberty of Be- 
neficial Ealſe-hoods; ard they hs firif 
produced this Author were, in 1 anal CO1- 


cerned for him, $. IV. Theodoret. and 


Cyril of Alexandria giove him only at the. 


ſecond hand from Enſebius. Several groſs 


miftakes of Cyril, $. V. VI Sanchonia- 


thon very lute Joon before he was pro-- 


duced by Porphyry , $. VII. VIII No rea- 


'» why he might not have been known, ever 


beer really genuine, F. TX. He might have 
been taken notice of, not only as a Hiſtori- 
an, but as a Philoſopher, F$. X. Concern- 
ing his Means of Information. The Writ- 
ings of Taautus. The Antient way of pre- 


ſerving Antiquities by Inſcriptions oz Sa- 


cred Pillars, CFDs abuſed, and very 


fit for the deſigns of Deceivers, q XI. This 
was generally pretended to b of who R3- 


valled veey over for Antiquity The Pro- 


- A 2 |  Phecyy 


depends either. 


fore th time of Phito Byblius, if he he = 


b oy \ ” 


F . 
N : 9h : A - 
; 4 E ff : . - IF E p OD y 
H | (- Oo N N T g | : - 
. | n a 
' ; ; x -/ ; i & . F 
CINE ——_— = nA — Ro WE ITE Ee A ra A ne Eee ere OOO TOC NIC , - L ; ; 


OE Wa tn 


WET EDIT EE LEI © _ EE x. F - nidfrcccce adm — w- WIC OF EAT EE wma TEE aw warm HH -5 g 
WII yo SAL II VFA ry et on”, AA I - = T3 . : : 
"= Y DO LAY OS vr % ECO reruns ow ENGL IT A ITE A Es NR EET a A 1 - EL EE ITE REIT VERO I 
| eCV 0 Ana Ihe FIIATCS 0 et | 
8 5 * % — : 


' contained the fame Dottrines with thoſe 
_of. Mercury, . 4. .XII.XIll.. Taautus the 
fate with Mercury. © The Adgapniac 

, Philoſophy the /ame with the Egyptian, 

$. XIV. Aris improbable that Sanchonia- 

thon could derive his Information from the 

Books of Mercury, $. XV. Mercury zo 

 Phanician, d. XVI. The- Pretences of 
Philo Byblius for defexce of his Author, 

d. XVIL Ir i not probable thay the An- 

tient Agyptians would have [efdred Mer- 

Cury to have Revealed their Myſteries, 

d. XVIII. It #5. not probable that the A 

. gyptian Mercury either would or could 

have Revealed them, h. XIN. The Sox 

_ of Thabjion perhaps the Second Mercury 

called Agathodzmon. He 7 ſuppoſed to 

| be the Author of the Modern Greek Writ- 
ings Fathered on Mercury, (which if meant © 
by Sanchoniathon muſt be 4 certain Con. 
vidtion of his Falſc-hood) perhaps. firft 
publiſhed by Numenius, yh. XX. . By Hie- 
rom-baal Prieft of the God Jevo he meant 

Gideon. Sanchoniathon could - not mi- 

ſtake him for aPrieſt. Bochart miſtaken, 

C. XXI. It 4 not Credible that Gideon . 

ever left any Memoirs behind him, $.XXII, 

Sanchoniathons account of Jewilh 4fairs 

Could not have been. taken from them 


= IX H E c 0 N TEN TS:  — 

T 8 6. X10. Tan del ea: af i __— 
| Suſpicion againſt this Author, His arros 
gating to his own Country. the go y of all 
"Fama Perſons ad Inventions; $. XXI 
JSeverakh: he cs hereof, $& XXV, XAAVIH 
XXVIL XXVITE An" dicount. of the! de- 

fn of. Philo: Byblius' ;# this Impaſtare. 
| He was diſaffefed tocthe: Jews, and-per- 
haps ſet on this | deſign'by occaſion of Jole+ + 

cus s Books againſt Appien, 4. 600,008 

| Joſephus thee infifted: more particularly 

_ on the Teſtimonies of Phaenicians. Other 
things that recommended the Jewilh Scri- 0 
ptures 70 the'efteem of the Learned Hea. © 
raens of that oe, Seweral Eminent Jew- 

11h Writers:who, by MyRtical Expoſitions, 
brought their -own Dottrines near the re- 
ceived Syſteme of the Dogmatical Philo- 

| fopliers, ${XXX. Heathen Oracles 2 

© favour of the Jews' owned or genuine by 
the Heathens themſelves. The good Cha- 
raiters of Abraham and Moſes in the re- 
ceived Orphaicks. . Joleph and Moſes 
taken for Agyptian Prieſts, . $. XXXI. A 
Set of Jonah hers, ſeveral of them Anti- 
enter than: 5 ge Byblius; who: received. 
the Authority of Moles as's Wife Legilla- 
tor 474 4 Prophet, 4nd" mentioned hind. 

with reſpeF. Chalcidius a Heathen 
$. NXXII, "The X 01 Kbopapia 26G wr 
HOT inta 


3 a4 " EIT O87 DE 92) 6 + f —_ 
4 > dias 5 I ton © B80 NS ER Ak” Yeu of poly - 8 FL oa ey - 
BS re 5 Bo EE = EO ENS Oo oh $72 hs 
EN RS n IS . 
Rel « 4 = 9 ” FY 
- A EE a ia aca ad Rr) 
—_ _ " : 


ut Roi Co er ne OI 


; A hs tire of Philo Byblius $: XXXIT- 


| waking Sanchoniathon prefer his own City 
Byblos before all che Cities of Phornicia for 


Bs 


THE CONTENTS, ——_ 


cited Works of 


How this might. come t0 oaſb C XXXIV, 
Philo Byblius's Partiality appears in his 


ntiquity, even before Berytus i ſelf. Why 


he makes his Sanchonjathon enquire into 

the Archives of the particular Cities , 
 $: XXXV, . He had, inthis Work, 4 par- 
 Frieular defign wpon the Jews. W, hy he. 


makes bis Sanchoniathon {ive iz the time 


of. Abibalus, <$. XXXVI. The time of 
Sanchoniathon fixed, not by ht Age of 
Semiramis, but of Abibalus. His time, 
by the Tyrian Records, either Equal, or 
« little before the War of Troy $.XXX VII. 
Why he was 'to Father his Informations, 


: COMCET UP Te wiſh Matters, 032 Jew and 
þ = \Prieſt, $. XXXVHI. W hy 0 4 Prieſf 


of the G | Jevo, ani on Gideon particu- 
larly. How he might from his Name col- 


_ left 79 being s Prieſt. Hierombaal, WT 


aud WTI, 7? XXKIX. Why he was to be- 


£t2 with a Koapoynia, All Books cONcerning 


" bg A Doepby followed by Sancho. 


Egyptian Notions Fathered ou Hermes. | 
The Faſhion of Fathering all latter Inven- [ 
tions of a cell as the Firſt Author of it, | 
_ ſpecially in their Dialogues, <. XL. 7 he 


- niathon, 


wv. Peer prom es een wana me Ine . 
niathon I _ | : 
; 1 4 mw Cee) F hy nd 02S enekg 
TFT; LEE SG GEEK: 2 004; EEE * 
F119 ” = > - 4 oo a oe, 014) Se 
. W_ CC CEEIEEEY PRERTIFS ACE OE IGG EE PW WE" Z LSE 267 PE DUM FUL JT Bu OD TOE SR IIS GAL EI = 


THE CONTENTS. 


ſuſpicion of miſtake in Interpreting Mer- 
cury. How the Greeks came tobe miſta- 
ken, F. XLI. How the Agyptians. 
 Swn9us. Amnupupe Yerupara, d. XLIL How | 
Philo Byblius ſecures his Sanchoniathon 
from the ſuſpicion of Fabling, a»d what 
Fables he means, h. XLIIL. XLIV. Tet he 
forgot himſelf and Fathered a Scandalous 
Fable «pox him, $. XLV. The Name of 
Sanchonathon perhaps borrowed fromthe 
Famous Agyptian Sonchis. The Atlan- 
tick Theology probably the [ame with that 
of Mercury, yh. XLVI. Recapitulation, 
_<$. XL'VII.. The Scripture needs no Con- 
 firmation from Heathen Authors 4 .XLVUIL, 


, 
Fx 
X, 
X a 2 
ar as 
A 
C 
: 'P # 2 
e e 2 dee=tdert* > p — a hays, nt OE 2 hs ber ad Dn & vo tame vor rgrntingcors 1 
v = 7 a _ ' 
. - T7 a — O__ —— S92% Co A Wn ola bl) wg apr ds Pk EO *: 
© E {4 ; i EIT. E y : 
: 
y 
&* 
£ 
hy \ 
- 


'F k 
RJ 
I 

: 56 


& 
Wqeves 


%* 
1444 buite 


Ta 
# 
62 
a 
of » > 
24 


n 
Ants; £8 


Sh; 
* 


<WX4 
& 
x 
8 
WF 
= 
fb 
oY 
ek 
2 
4 q 
- 
£ 
6 
+ 
bs 
(y 
< * 
o 
» 


we. Y 
5 
b. : 
A d 
” oy 
7 F 
* $ 
7M 


We 
* Y 
Ky 
» W q 
=. 3 


—— 

Og IE 
U 
- 


won mo 


—— 


c f 7 T 
C 1 
o 
CO TIT 2 gr ores _— > nmr WED re Te 
A = 
an VCU A ar NTP IT IT RL CE EST WOT Wet; EEO 7 ET 
. 
5 
0 
» 
. 
, 4 
- 


8 
+ 
- 
- 
s. 
- 
- 
ex 
Pa 
+ 
4 
” 
0 
. 
\ 
) 
- 
x 
a , 
FO 
A \ 
p 
CR 
\ wy 
\ 
(6) s 
bi 
. 
. 


ax 


Re nd 3s a ee ene 


J 
Y . 
”_ 
* 
- 
eo 
ZI MED TY ISLA 
= 


» 
" 
” 
"a 
, as 
_ 
. % 
v 
F 
. 
a 
4 


IS 


TO KT AI og 


| 


- | 
I | | 
( \ ) - | 
o _"_ , t 
, K » f : 
- : X £ >. _ 
* TY 


TS 
” "12 
h (Abo . : 1 \ 4 148 
% 4+ = 
3{pY 
30 
\ 9 
7 Ow - Ge 
CR CE EET A. 72 2ornonesr 4s , 
' > PE 37 KYex —_ po; I 4 LC We cy WE 
£ 
de” 
% & 
FT 
in 
A 
"on « 0 
F \ 
. v 
” : 2 
- '& % Fe 


4 Pa. 
_ Phoenician Hiſtory. - 
bs Enſeb. Prep. Evang, L.1. <, Io. 


AVING | in the latter of theſe 
Lettersintimated ſome ſuſpici- 
- on concerning the genuineneſs 
of $ anchoniathon , and contiong how 
generally Learned men receive and quote 
kim for an Author of that Antiquity he 
pretends to -as it will become me to 
purge my ſal from the fuſpicion of Heze- 
rodoxy, 1o I believe it will not be ingrate- 
| fal to the ingenious inquiſitive-Reader to 
| underſtand what may be faid concerning 
him. . Which I ſhall do from ſome Let «© 
ters. which paſſed between me and a 
Learned Friend concerning him before 
|| the Publication of theſe Letters of Advice, 
no which were, .1n truth, the Reaſons of 
paſſing that cenſure upon him. 
bk IL. THE Credit of ' this Author does 
the rather deſerve an ACCUrate and impar- 
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tial Examination , becauſe of the preat 


the Old Teſtament 5 and becauſe he 1s ge- 
nerally taken for the F aithfules?, ind - 
tientest, and conſequently the moſt »ſeful 
Heathen Author that was extant within 
' the Memory of Learned Ages. Which 
might make all who either have formerly, 
or do. ſtill beheve, him ſo, think nothing 


too difficult to be confirmed by his Credit. | 
- ®) $o Theodore. Thirkh. It. Say 


aria dur, 0 x7! F dorvitby Sa 


AEX TOY @:AtAn SH 6y &c. And ib 


his Tranſlator. Bur I hadrarher 
corre& him from Eufebs25 whom 
he Tranſcribes z who, ;1n two 


places where he has occaſion to | 


cite this ſame paffage, agrees 


with hinſelf, and yerdiffers from 
 Theodovet.So therefore he : Zay* 


arid. Sov, 0 x7! 7 Gonitoy gi- 


' aearnawe, Ore Eunaly a wor Wy. 


ovyy65-\2.5- Reading pronehnmws 
for 912.2a1H1s3 and oppoſing 


 Sanchoniathan's whring mm the 


Phenician to the: Greek ,Tran(la- 
tion of him by Polo Byblivs, and 
referring 214.aAnSws to what fol- 


| _ | lows aw14Y 4p FN ovyy09:\as, 
_ -- Bot to SanchonJathos mentioned 
| before, of © Et. £ I ©s * Js And 


_ then there will” appear no footſteps of any Etymology of bs Moms. 


obſerved to ſignific . «:- 


given him by his Con- 


.Femperaries, muſt needs 
have been a great atte- 


ſtation of his Integrity 


_ from them who had beſt 


reaſon to know him.*As 
tor his Age, he is pre- 
tended equal to Abiba- 
Is, to whom he is ſaid 


$ to. have Dedicated this 
his - Phamiciar: Hiſtory, 
that Abibalzs, I mean- 


Yer Bocbart gives a likely Etymology for thar purpoſe, which, if it 


hold, will ſhew, at. leaſt, a defign of Philo Byblizs w giving him that 
_.. parucular Nate. 7 Exſi0. Pre Ev. |, 10. 3l. A. X. 9.48 5. Toeodoret 
 "To&r ap... oa : Ot 


who, 


"Philoſophical paſlages of 


Fs © 7 50 :' 


rome, header os to.Ac I ery \ th 
Hiram, contemporary [with David and 
 Soloman as appears, not only from the 
Scriptures, but alſo-from the ſame Phern;- 
ian Records, on whole credit, no doubt, 
it is that Joſephus makesthe Eleventh. 

year cOompurat, Or Twelkth 
_ to concur with che F ont 


: VII1, 2: Pp. 259 


wilt I | For he bad FIR ſlum of 
Re0 olle$ed to his hand by 
| Monander Fpheſive and! Dizs and 


Hieronywius Tyriwus, and; others, Vid. Joſeph. Ant, 


þ+4if Cont. Ap- 


without whoſe aſhftance he could” pion; L 
not havebeen fo: particular in fix- rhe 
ing the certain year of | Hiram, 
[The Learned Bochert::would have: this 
Abibalus King of Beryize diftint from 
him who wasKing of Tyre, and Antienter. - - 
But if the account hojd which we ſhalt 
afterwards'give from the Phenician Re- 
"cords, to {hew him to have been Equal or 

2 little. Antienter than the War of Troy, 
(exattly as this Abibalus the/Father of th | 
ram is placed by them who mention hin ) 
it will-thenappear thatnaother was ns 
than the Father af -{dirarm,. That he 

called Kvg of the Berytians, was Gn D 
p- | Other 


. I. Theopb. 
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chomathoz < 
exadtly.as Sanchoniathon himſelf is in Arhe- 
eu and Snidas made a Tyrian,becauſe his 
 Berytus was, in his time, under the-Juriſdi- 
Gionof Tyre,which is again another proba- 
bility that his Ab:zbals was the ſame with 
the K of Thre.] Porphyry himſelf who firſt 
+: Produced this Sarchomathorn —_— the 

- © * Chriitzans, makes him equal to Semriranir, 
Pr.Bu. 1:9, who as hetells us in Exſebi-s's Preparation, 


Þ 3B. ascither before or equal to-the' Wars of 


_ 11 Troj;, but he is confuted by Eyſebivs who 
* makes her Eight hundred and fifty years 


7 


#44. de earlyer than that 'fame War, © Her Huſ- 


002-09 band Nin is generally, by Heather Au- 


cerda. 'Euſ: thors, madethe utmoſt Period of all Hi- 


es q p ſtories they were acquainted with, who/ 


485. 1. yet mention many- things Antienter than 
crob. in that War of Troy. [But this matter 1s ex- 


OY ' cellently accounted for by the Learned 


oro. L. 1. and 'Judicious Sir John Marſham, who 
yo thews that Porphyry herein followed the 
et. Sec. more likely account of Herodotws,though 
xv11. Þ. Cteſtass larger account had the luck to 
5B ve the: Firſt 
 Kingof the Medes after their revolt from 

the Afprians according. to Herodotss, ) 


. FEu.Chron, began his. Reign Olymp Jo tþ according 


xuroters Le to Euſebite, The hole time of the Alſy- 


6 C. : rians 
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Semiramis who ſucceeded her Hugband 


 Ninws, will fall out much about thetim 
_ where Porphyry places it. Nor was Por» 


phyry alone, though he had indeed few 


Compa nions, in following Heroidotas, 


ON 


moſt Judicious Dionjfur: Halicarnaſſans 2m 


and Joſephus, And, which is/mote par-=L. F _ 
a: UP! to our preſent prize 4P- Sigh 
ticularly obſervable to our preſent prir= 3P-2"4% 


poſe, Philo Byblizs allo ,agrees with him 

1n placing Semirams: later. than uſually, 

whom he makes Two thouſand years later 

than the Building of Bebylon.] Beſides 

the Authenticalneſs of the; Records, from 

whence he derived his Information, is ex- 

 tremely conſiderable, (it it ſhould prove 

really what it 1s pretended) the Sacred 

Writings of Taaut#s ,- that is Mercury, m_ By 
> D —-- ; 7 7 bliuap. 

C of whom there 1s ſo much mention in x,;pr.xv. 

thoſe yet catlier Tizzs, of which hewrote | 9. 31.D. 

his Hiſtory ) the 'Anzprps Auerier yeguudle. | 

Euf. Pr. Ev. 1.9. 32, B. | the *YTourigare Of 

Hierombaal Pneſt of the God Fevob.p.31; 

the 'T7:pnuare' of their Cities, and the 

'Avaapz? of their Temples, 1b. Butasſo 

_ great Recommendations of Fidelity, of 
Antiquity, 


A 


oof many: ad Pex Ger 
tous: C ethe i if aftly: challenged%;- fo,- on 
the.contracy, mult they make his Autho- | 
rity very miſchievous for ſeducing thoſe, 
who truſt 1t, 1nt0' numerous and danger- 
ous Errors, if they ſhould after all be 
. found Falſe and Tronndlleſs, Let us ſee 
therefore, whether theſe challenges be as 
jub as they are ſpecious and planſpble.- 
 $ HI. AND: here I-confider Firſt,that } 
" all thefe Arguments of his Credibility de- | 
pend, asto Us, either on the pure Teſti- 
- mony of Porphyry,, whowas the firſt who 
produced him with any great applauſe 
and confidence, and whoistherefore juſt- | 
ly ſuſpicious, if not of wholly coyning - | 
. lim, yet at leaſt of a partial favour to 
him, and of the firſt endeavours to juſtify | 
_ and ad dofend him after the negleftsthat had 
been caſt upon him fince the time that he | 
had firſt been Publiſhed and Tranſlated by | 
Philo Byblizs, or eiſe of Philo Byblizs him- 
(ſelf. A wt isthe only Avihor extant 
that quoted hnn, that we know of, from 
the time of Philo Byblis to Porphyry, ſup- 


4then.Dei- poling that.the Sal, whoſe Pheniciar 
pool. L.3- Antiquitiesare quoted by him, and joyned 


_ with Mochu another very Amttent Phe- 
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7 ties Wriger oftentaken notice of, | were _ 


commonly: conceived to be, andI __ 
not improbably,; though he in: Athenens = 
was jo ay ours aBergtiay, a difference 
not very difficultly reconcileable, as has 
beenſhewn. Ifix fbould prove otherwiſe, 
then Porphyry alone muſt andboe for both, 
not only - the pretended Sanchoniathon | 
himſelf, butthe pretended Greek Tranſla- 
| tion alſo of him by Philo Byblaws. But 
| toallow him all the favour as! 1 reaſon-. 
{ able, Fry to grant _ this Phzlo By ory 
is to be ſuſpected of the Original ira 
becauſe of _ Antient citation of 
him by Atheneus, which could have been 
from none but Phzlo Byblixs yer Porphyry 
muſt needs be rye on as the retriever _ 
| ofa zegleFed, and therefore ſnſpiciows Au- 
| - thor, who muſt have been by that time 
| very Famous, if he had been _—_ ge- 
nuine, which is very conſiderable for my 
preſent purpoſe. _ : 
$. IV. Fox I confider furcher, that "2 


the Principles both of the 
For the Pythage- 
SOreans and Platomits (who ere reans,ſeeTim. Locr 


both otthem kerb] y Porphyry) ' -%4-9do-x60p. For 


allowed the Lawfulneſs "i Medic mer leon, 4 


| zalfalſchoods, asthey called them," L 3. v. S. rice 
| Whichwas no ; doubs Oat LOI: Bf Lek 
firſt 
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wh 
wn their Dialogues, || 
then of all thoſe Forgeries which were af: 
terwards introduced by. the Moxks, who 
from their firſt Inſtitution were of a Ph;- 
loſophical Extradtion and. Getiius; 1 fay 
beſides theſe Principles: which. may let us 
ſeethat it was poſſzble he 2ight deal diſin- 


- genuoully withus3 the occaſtor of his firſt 


See the words of confront the Antiquity of the 


producing him, and his deſggs, were ſuch 


_ as may. make him further ſuſpicious of 


uſing the utmoſt liberty of his Principles 
. «Fually, For it was he" 07 oy 


cri- 


Eva. 43% {Me ptures,andin that very work which 


#5. 26. 


doret Therap. 11+  , WAS _ ned to. overthrow. the 


\._.. Creditof Chriftiarity, ThelikeT 
ſhall (*.) hereafter obſerve concerning 
Philo Byblias. ES, 

_ '$. V. BuT that Imay not therefore con- © 
clude him guilty of a diſingenuous FF, 
only becaule it wasagreeable, not'only to 
Principles, but his Deſign, .and [tereſt ; 


| Let us conſider tÞ 'hing it ſelf; and ſee + 
whether it be likely thateither Sarchoni- 


_ athox, or his Tranſlator Philo Byblixs, 


wereever had 1n any eſteem till Porphyry 
vouched for them. If they were, how 


| comes it-to pals that none but Atheneus 
oo ſhould take Nnorice of an Author fo ex= 


treamly 
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treamly valuable, ifhe had been genuimes 


How comes it to paſs, that thoſe few Chri- 


ſtians that mention him afterwards ſhould | 


uote him only at the Secoxd hard from 
Euſebine, or at the uttermoſt from Por- 
_ phyry ? Why had they not rather recourſe 
to Philo Byblizs himſelf, if he had been 


common ? And what imaginable reaſon 


1s there why he ſhould not have been 


| Common, elpecially in thoſe Eaſtern parts 


ſo near Phenicia, if he had been valued, 
or thought genuine? Yet (+) Theodoret ( 


a) There: py 


I o: I Il; 


it ſeems had never feen him, but only 11 from zu. 
Enſebius. (» ) St. Cyril. of Alexandria Pr. Ey.x.9. 


was ſo far from quoting what he had oc- 
caſion to produce out of him from the 
Original of Philo Byblizs, as that his me- 


(*) Cour. * 


Tulianl.vi 


mory, on which he ſeems to have quoted 


him from Exſebizs, betrayed him intoſe- 
veral and great miſtakes. He firſt pre- 
tends to have had what he ſayes concern- 
ing him from Clemens Alexandrinus's Stro- 
mates, A plain fign he had not ſeen Phzlo 
Byblius himſelf; Yet who can doubt but 
that he alſo miſtook Clemens Alexandrinus 


for Euſebius £ It 1s certain there is no 


mention of Sarchoniathon or his Tranſlator 
in the Stromats; of Clemens as we have 
them extant at-preſent, Was it therefore 

1 what 1s-loſt # There are but two lmper- 


RB :  ---- herons 


"——ſfecions inthe whole Work; thebeginning”—] 
of the Fri Book, and the Eighth. What | 
_- was wanting 1n the beginning of the F7rſ# 
Book, we know by what remaines to 
| have been nothing but IntroduGtion , 
Wherehe had yet no occaſion of medling 
_ Stron. VL with the Antiquity of Phenician Writers. 
_ Þ: 17: Not in the Ezehth Book , where by what 
he promiſes 1n the S7xth, we know he de- 
ſigned to anſwer the Heathens concern- 
1ng the Coming of our Lord, that 1s, I ſup- 
poſe, concerning his comrg ſo lately, and 
 1n ſo mean appearauce (which were the 
 Popular-Objections of that Age) or elfe 
concerning his Second coming to Judge 
Perjecutors and Onbelievers, which ordi- 
narily concluded their Controverſral Wri- 
tings, SO the Sacred Writers of the New 
TeStamert frequently. So- St. Cyprians 
Second Book of 1 ej/imonics, ad Yuirin. 
whycn ſcems to have been the /aſt of that 
Work. So Irenzs. in the laſt Chapters 
adv. Hear. * So LaGantizs Lib. VI. Div. 
Iſt. Phil. Commodianus 1s more particu- 
larly large on this Argument. But net- 
therot theſe could afford him any occaſi- 
Cod, x1, On of mentioning this Author. For none 
_'candoubt but what now, and in Photizs's: 
time, pollciled the place of the Eighth 
Book hadno attinity with the ATGIETS. 
= ga 0 
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—| ef this Work —And yet neither 


= very Preface of Phils tor a di- 


= 


is thete— - 
any mention of Sanchoniathon or his Tran- 


 ſlator, But to put the matter out of | 


doubt that this was only a miſtake of 
St, Cyril, asT ſaid 5 where Clemens had 1n- 


ted occaſion to. diſpute the Queſtion of Stromar. t. 


Antiquity between the Heathez and the 


| Sacred Writers, there he has not theleaſt 


intimation of cither of them; and the 
very words quoted by St. Cyril are exactly Pr.Ev.l. 9 


1n Exſebixs, but not as out of the Text of; 


S anchoniathon, but the Preface of Philo 
Byblzus. - Which he could not fo eaſily 
Tat confoutided it he had ufed the Book 
it ſelf; but might very probably im bor- 
rowing them from Exſeb:y5, who compri- 
{cs all he or Porphyry had collefted both 
out of the Text and the Preface, inthe 
{ame Chapters . immediately following 


eachother. Beſides Porphyry reckons but 


Eight Books of Sarchonathon de. Abſt. 11. 
71.56 but Exſebizs Nine, reckoning it ſeems 


wechare conce1ves 


ſtint Book. Which being quoted the p1y/o/ogy or 


for Sanchoxtathon's by Cyril, ſhews 7t9gory to have 


in .N 
that he follows the very Jiviion of wok _ "_—_ 


Ernſebins, and therefore took what ſtory.Bur ſee whar 


he had from him. | | 2 1s ſaid hereafcer, 
$. VI. But what is it he vreterids to tell 


us from Clemens Alexandrings £ That 


B . Sancho- 


2: 12 'E 
— Sonchoniathon s Book was Tranſlated by 


oſephus. But Who ever-mie 
[ranſlation amongſt the Works of Foſe- 
 pbase Howb itcredible that he ſhould fo 
far favour the cauſe of the Phericians who 
ſo profeſſedly maintains the greater Anti- 
quity of the Scriptures againſt them in his 
Books againſt Appior? And who can re- 
concile this pretended Teſtimony from 
Clemens with Porphyry, who certainly, if 
any, converſed with the Original Tran- 
ſlation? If hebe to be credited, here are 
again two great miſtakes of St. Cy ril, Firſt 
| his miſtaking Phzlo Byblizs for « famous 
Alexandrian Philo the ew ; then his con- - 
founding that Philo with Joſephus who 
| was of the ſame Nation. Which again 
plainly ſhew, that he quoted him by 
memory, and at the Second hand. + 
$. VII. Bur befidesthat this ſilence, or 
Second-band Quotations, even after the 
time he was divulged and applauded by 
Porphyry , are ſtrong ſuſpicions that he 
was either not known; or not regarded, 
 (cither of which are equally {erviceable 
to my purpole 3) yet further,what ſhould 
be the reaſon that fo uſetul and Antient 
an Author ſhould be lo little known even 
_beforethe time of Porphyry > Was it be- 
cauſe he Was locked up in the Phenician 
» Jongue 


pg 
} 
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LI - 
neue? But why ſhould he not atleaſt, 


 Scaliger had to fix the year of the 229. 


ono rampart mg oncogene oor Wb eowoooaf grows» oo _- th ; 5 EI + - 
ave been better known atter the Greer ——ooemrnnnn nm 


Tranſlation of him by Philo Bybl:#s? Yet 

even then ſo little was he known that , 

were it not for the forementioned Teſti- 

mony of Athenexs, we might juſtly doubt 
whether ſuch a Tranſlation was ever un- 
dertaken by that Philo. Suidas menti- 79% $1299 
ons this Phzlo, and reckons up others of 
his Works, and fixes his tmme. He places 

him near the Reign of Nero, and makes 

him Threeſcore and Eighteen years old, 

at the Conſulſhip of Severys Herennins in 

Olyztp. 220, Which if 1t be true muſt 

fall at leaſt about the Reign of Trajar , 

though no ſuch Conſulſhip appear in our 


preſent Fait7, poſhibly becauſe he might 


have been either a Suffe# x5, or expung- 
ed out of the publick Faſt: tor ſome 
Crime. Nay, he expreſly makes him to 
have Written concerning the Reign of 
Hadrian. And therefore, in all likely- 
hood the broken number of the odd Olyr- 


piads above Two hundred and twenty is 


wanting 1n Suidgas, But what ground S::tigrrin 


» ? 
OAULL T12dIs 


Olyzp. 1 do not underſtand. Yet no PP 


ſuch Tranſlation appears in that Catalogue 
of his Works, unleſs it werecontained un- 
der the axxz. Nm 


XY - . 
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un 2H ig PE BI he IRA a8: 


CME 
_ &VIIL Axp why | ſhould henever have. 
"been mentioned by thoſe ahtiefit Apolo:”” 


eiits tor the ChriitianReligion who wrote 
before Porphyry? They had a juſt occaſion 


== 


for it in that great Diſpute concerning the 


Antiquity of the Scriptures above all The- 
then Authors. On this occaſion they 
drew up Catalogues of the Antienteſt 
Heathen Authors they knew of, yet $4-7- 


 choniathon, the moſt appoſite Inſtance of 


them all, never bcing fo much as thought 


' of: Not by Juitin Martyr in the time of 


Antoninus Pius. though he was a Samari- 
. tan, and had thereby the opportunity to 


have known the Famous Writers of his 


hits ner P:enicians, nay to have 
underſtood them though they” had not 
# been Tranſlated td his hand. Yet he knew 


Ns 0” «7 nothing Antient either amoneglt the --- 
7 E271 Greeks OF the Bart Dartars. Which how 


-/," B-7- could he have faid if he had known any 


Eaow co 
EMEA thing of this moſt Antrent Sarchoniathon ? 


Tex. Not by f ' heophilus Amtiochenus mn the time 


Tull. Mart. 
pi.zn Of Vers, with whom he ends his Chrono- 


p. 13 Jogy, though he were nearer the Phen- 
cans than the Greciaus , nay and had 

ſpecial occalion in mentioning the Phe- 
Ad Aw 3107472 ANtIQUItICS 
Iyc.l-111- Scholar of St. J#5#iz, and 1o not long, 1f 


= at a}, aitcr him, when he zvrotc his Ora - 


Not by Fits UiHS the 


1,— 
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tion againſt the Greeks (it doesnot ..D 


- pear Thar St, Tuſtin was thetracaaz though” 


[ know how { atianxs 1s miſtaken 
by Exſebius, who hasalſo generally 
deceived the Learned who have 
followed him ) though he was an 
Afrian, and takes particular no- 
tice of the Antienteſt Grecian and 
Phemcian Authors, and names all 


the moſt Anttent Pheniczans that pow 
| \ to accompliſh 1t. 
_ What he ſaycs was 
_ only 
 Fuſtins own words 


 heknew of, which were but Three, 


. Theodotus, Mochus, and Hy p[e, Icra- 


tes, Not by Clemens ashas - 0 
been obſerved, 


modus, though he alſo had occafi- 
on, 1n diſputing that ſame Con- 


who: deduces his 
computation to the death of Con 


E web. E:cl. mHijt. IV. 


15. Heonly ayes 


that Creſcens had 
endeavoured the 
death of St. Juſtin 
(Tea MC Hv[4 15 
his Word) bur he 
has 'not the leaſt 
intimation that 1t 
was 1n his power 


taken from 


in his A2ologye 


 Oraadv.Grec.p.171 


& ap. E:ſ-b.Pr.Ev. 


Ne 2.P. 493» 
SIYOM. be 


troverſie concermng the Age of the moſt 


Antient Heathen Writers. 


FL think 


St. CyriFs miſtake concerning him, has 
| been ſufficiently diſcovered and convict- 


{ ed, Not by Tertul/ian in the times of 4poloz. 


Severns and Caracalla, though un had alfo © '” 
the like occaſion. given.him in his Apolog J: 
Not by Origer, though he refers to Fo/e- 


phus againſt . 


Appion, and Tutianus tor a © 
Colle&ion of ſuch Viki; ician Authors as 


Ys 


had mentioned any thing concerning” 


Jewiſh Atfaires; nay mentions Here UINIHS 
Philo who had written concermng the 
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ews, if this be the - hi Þ 40 "whom the SER. THe. 
anfation” of Sarrhonrarho# 1s alcribed 


; by. Perybyry, as1n all Iikelyhood he 1s the 


Philo mentioned by S:idas, who had ſaid 
_ of himſelfthat his Sur-name  wasHeremrine,.. 
And the Title of Hereznizs Philo 1s given 
him in the Inſcription of a M. S. Work 
_ of his on Ariotles Metaphyſicks, now in 
theLibrary of the moſt accompliſhed and 
truly Great Dr. Iſaac Voſs. And my 
very Dear and very Learned Friend 
'Dr. Llozd conceives that he might have 
hacnmgd that Sur-name of Herennius 
_ from his Patron Herennizs Severus the 
Conſul, which was uſually for Lbert? to 


" fWhen they were i Liberti. 


they were not only made Ro- 
mans, but taken into the Fq1- 
»lies of their Patrons, as ap- 


pears from- the Inſcriptions of 


their Family Szpulchres, which 


_ were generally conceived 1n 


that Form, FILIIS ET Fl- 
LIB ERTIS 
ET LIBEATABUS P0- 
STERISQUVE EORUM. 


_ And then how proper was it 


for them to receive the Gentile 
name of their Patrons Family ? 


* do in thoſe times; and. 


that the Conſul was the 


ſame with him mentioned 
in Pliny, Ep. Lib. 1v. 28. 


who thereappears to have 


| been a Lover of Learn- 


ing, and himſelf 2 very 
Learned Perſon. The 
"Times do very wellagree; 
and it 1s not otherwiſe 


caſfie to conceive how 
Philo a Phexician ſhould 


come > by a Ro9;zar Name, And that he 
was vcry intimate with that Conſul ap- 


JH both be one caring his own Age by 
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y his bring 


acquainted with him. Yet even on this 
occaſion, Origen makes no mention of his 


SeeSuid.in 
"Eeput To. 


Sanchoniathon among thoſe Pheniciar | 


Writers which he immediately refers to 
as mentioning Jewiſh affairs. How could 


he have {hipt ſuch an opportunity as this 


was, of mentioning him, ifhe had known 


him ? Not even by Celſas himſelf, whom - 
Origen places under Hadrian, though he 


| muſt certainly have lived Jater-if he be 
the ſame to whom Lxcianr dedicated his 


P/[endomantis after the death of Marcus 
Antoninus whom he calls ©:5, nay muſt 


have Written this very Work againſt the 


Chriſtians later than Hadriaz, for (+ ) 
Marcellinaand 2?) Marcion, both of them 
mentioned by him, as they firſt broached 
their Hereſjes under Azicetxs, fo moſt pro- 
bably after the death of Hadrian, Philo, 
was as his work mentioned by Origez 


('Jap.0rig 
J 


V.P-272.- 
(: Jap.Orig | 


L. vi. P- 


326. & gb 
ſupra. 


ſhews him, ſufficiently diſaffeGed to the 


Jews, fo that ifhedid Tranſlate any ſuch 


work of Sanchoniatho,, he would moſt _ 
- probably have deſigned 1t as Porphyry, to 
| confront the Antiquity of the Fews, And 


how greedily would Celſzs have ſeconded 
him it' he had known of any ſuch work 
Publiſhed by him?* Thus 1t appears that 
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not known, or ( which amounts to the 
ſame thing) generally neglected by all 
ſorts of Authors, both Chriſtians ind} Hea- 
thens too, from the time of Philo B bt 
ro. Porphyry. 
Q. IX. BuT to aſcend yet higher, what 
ſhould hinder him from bang known 
even before Philo Byblizs, if he ; Hr been 
what he1s pretended ? Itistrue, he could 
neither have been known nor deſervedly 
valued by the Greeks till he was: Tranfla- 
ted. But what imaginable cauſe is there 
why hewas not Tranilated more Antient- 
ly? The Phemcian Records, and Hiftories 
had been ſearched and Tranſlated and 
vid. Bo divulged by Hieronymus 1 yrivs, Menan- 
chart. Chae 7 >, Eph: O45 and Dinus, Heitiens and Phi- 


naan L.11. 
c. 17. 7o- loſtratus and others; nay the very Origi- 


FIITL. 2. Ce 


4pvien.L.1ſepÞ#s , and the Original Copies of the 


Epiſtles between Solomon and Hirayz are 


Fein mentioned as extant in their Archives 


A Jy 3d ochernus. HOW Comes it to pals they ſhould 
all of them overlook this moſt conſidera- 
ble, moſt creditable Author? Why ſhould 

they omit this moſt Antient account of 
their moit Antent times, when the great. 


echign tall theie Enquiries {cems to have 


this- Sanchoniathon-- -Was-C ither -generally...I- 


_— 7 _— —_ | a. FO ret, 7 — Re 


ſb. Ant-nal Records themſelves are quoted by Jo- -. | 


7hzph.4::. by the ſame Joſephus and Theophilus Anti- 


bee [1 ; 


= 


| moſt Antient Nations? "Why id Fe not. 
Tranſlate him then 2 Why did they. not, 


| atleaſt, take out of him, and vouch hin — 


| for their Authority ?, Had they done fo, 
| why ſhould not Foſeph:e have had re- 
courſe to him, it not in his Phaniciar 
Original, yet at leaſt as to thoſe particu- 
| lars they had borrowed from him? Why 
does he never mention him either in his 
| Antiquities, or his Books againſt Appior, 
| eſpecially in thoſe things which he relates 


| concerning Abraham, which he was parti- **-l- 3: 


cularly careful to confirm by the belt Te- 
ftimonies he knew of? - 
| &. X. Sanchomathon had been aſekit 
| even to thoſe who had enquired only for 
| their Hiſtories, . But conſider we him fur- 
ther as a Phyloſopherstor ſuch the Writers of 
| the ©:-iz and elpecially of the Kouypize 
whereof much + Sanchoniathon's Work 
confilted, were then reputed, that being 
the uſual Myitical way whereby they 
concealed the ſecrets of their Nutt: ral 
Philoſophy. So allo Snidas =2y ,14or. 


Tvu@ $13mio, Indeed the EE « ſrems _ 


to have been. the ſame with the K:51:$0iz. 
For what Evfebiys had called the 5::1:4 i, 
of the Phan hai Pr. Ev. 1.9. that he calls - 
MCLE Ke9jao Jin Co lo.lo which he adis the . 


£90979; ls 


i 
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ne 


theſe 


alſo 


thag. 


ed as 


Orat. adv. Grece. 
Cietus. Bur Aſitss 
in 2 fragment of 
the Oration, as 
.. quoted by Eyſcb,Pr. 
EV.X. 11. But Bo- 
 evart corrects tt 


SHT409 F119:48 © 
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were pretended to be taken from the 


Keoyoyuiz Of Taautys, Yet even lo, there 
were ſeveral fair occaſions of diſcovering, 
and TranſJating him, Antienter than Phil; 
For their Antienteſt Philoſophers had been 


enquired into long before Philo, 


What was Pythagoras'sdeligninTravelling 
amongſt them? Was it only to ſeetheir 
Countries and their Faſhions? Was it not 

rather to acquaint himſelf with their Pþ;- 

'72hlich. loſophical Improvements ? And would he, 
_ derita?y- who isſo much celebrated for his Conver- 
ation with the Pheniczar Prophets, the 
Poſterity of Mochws, not rather have em- 
ployed his time in inquiring after this 
equally, if not more, Antient both Hiſto- 
 rian and Philoſopher Sanchoniathon? Afﬀter 
the Macedonian Conquelts had opened an 
acceſs for the Greek Philoſophers to the 
Phemcian Archives, they then Tranſlat- 


many as were valued by them. Theo- 
 dotus and Hypſicrates and Mochas | 
were Tranſlated by Aſtus or Che- 
tus as Tatianus tells us; and the | 
ſame concerning Mochxs and many | 
others appears from Strabo, How 
comes Sanchomathon, it there had 
then been any ſuch Author extant, 
to have clcaped their diligence? | 

7 ---- Ab He 


| 


|. $ XI. HE pretends to have had by — 
| Information from the Writings of Taax- 
t#s, from the Myi7ical Books of the Am:- 
' monians, and the Truviuerm or Memoires 
of Ferombaal the Prie# of the God Fevo, 
the "Trournpere of the particular Cities and 
"| the *araxzpe? of their Temples, Things 
very con{iderable indeed, if they had been 
truly pretended to. But let us fee whe- 
| ther there be any reaſon to believe them 
{ on his credit, It was indeed a very An- 
| tient way of preſerving knowledg to in- 
| ſcribe what they would preſerve in P:4ars 
| to be kept in the Temples of their moiſt 
Eminent Gods, the better to be ſecured 
\ from Weather and the Violence of Pro- 
phane hands. Thus they did with their 
Laws, with their Leagzes and Covenants, 
with their H:/tories, and their Arts and 
Sciences, Inſtances might have been gi- 
ven of all theſe ſorts, it I had thought it 
neceſlary, Particularly, for Hzi#ories there 
was that of Exemerus from the Inſcriptions 
in the Texzple of Tupiter Triphylizs 5 yia. p1ytarch & 
for Arts, thoſe trom whence Ca//i- -Ifid. & Ofirid. Ls 
fthenes gave AriStotle an account #7: Pv- Inft. 
| | : nn e Ile 
of the Elipſes obſerved by the Ap.Simpl. in Arif. 
| Chaldzans, thole of the ſame Baby- - Czlo. L, 11. 
lonians referred to by Epigenes, Be- Plis. i Hit. 
| roſs and Critoderys, and the Fam-- vii. 56 
” Ous 
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” Tas Pillars cf Seth ———_ by iy Is f 
phys. Ont of ſuch Pillars: as the 


Pl;t11cn. 


doubt the Publiſher of Sinchontathth 
would have us believe Is Hiſtory to have 
been gathered. Nor was it unuſual for 
Deceivers to impoſe on the World on the 


de 1/1. & credit of ſach Pillars. Enemerns now | 


Oltrit« 


' Þ. 360» 


mentioned was looked on by Antiquity | 
asa Famous inſtance of it. For it was | 
certainly the ealieſt way for broaching | 
Falſe-hoods. Theſe were Monuments | 
which could be produced on the ſudden | 


concerning the moſt remote Antiquitics 


without the atteſtation of Antient Wri- | 
tings, becauſe themſelves were ſuppoſed | 
to be Originals of the times they pretend- 
cd to give account of; were ſuppoſed | 


remote from Vulgar K nowled ge Or u#dcr- 


ſtanding, being either kept in the Adyta, 
or locked up in ſome obſolete nakeww ; 
Charafer, which none but the Learned | 


_. and the Prieſts could underſtand ; were 
__ contrived in Hieroglyphicks or ſuch ambi- | 


grows notes as were capable of what 1 | 
terpretation thoſe deſigning Perſons who | 


produced them were pleaſed to put upon 


them ; depended generally on Oral 7ra- 
Stine than which there is not a more 


__ unk: thful Convezer of Monuments to Po+ | 


Stef My: = NYE wholly onthe credit of | 
: the | 


oO dy wy, WAS C3 I Bp... Sa - + ® 


_ 


© « FI . : 1 wy v 
TIE FCCC TENN TP OOO ITC A OONE CENTS GEIEATINN, FA ERVOTHESE A IDAIEC TY GERARD IT Gears ) CEPT TO MITT I OERETbL ELEAE POE ; 
. A  EECCCCTECISENTEN . R 
greece deg apr ec caa——s i ond n 
f oo wean SG OA OK TT A IS IR II 77" 'E ores 3 - - »e AO EI > 7 FF 0 
"= DL IS Og! 
Fo... 4 G7 Ps wm 


_ the Prieſts, being withall generally. inte 
_ reſſedin the things thus preſerved, making 
for the credit of their Ei: Religion, or 
the credit of their Nation, for Antiquity, 
or rare Inventions; were to be found and 
examined only 1n oze place (not like Books 
| every where) noreven there it ſelf with-. 
out the Leave and Directions of ſuch in- 
tereſled Priests, Upon this account their 
very humonred Stories with which 1t was | 
faſhionable in thoſe times to adorn their 
Dialogues, were grounded on the credit 
of ſuch pretended Iſcriptions. So Cebes's 
Table, and the Samothracian Inſcriptions 
| | referred to by Axiochws, and thoſe con- 
| cerning the Atlantides 1n Times, 
| dy. XIE AND thus it was generally in . 
| thedifingenuous dealings of thoſe Nati- 
, | ons, which upon the appearing of the 
\ | FJewiſh Scriptures in bhe common Tongue, 
| beganto rival them, and one another for — 
Artiquity. Thus the Babylonians im De- Clem. Alex. 
| mocritus preſerved their Moral Diſconrſes ** oy 
| 11} the Pillars of Acicarns. Thus Aiſu- Has 
| thrus1n Beroſus 1s ſaid to have preſerved. 
the Chaldean Inventions Ingraven in 
Plates from the Deluge. Thus Marnetho Euſeb, Gt» 
pretended to have gathered his new Dy- P: 5: 
zaities from the like Pillars of Mercury. 
S0 Chan 1s pretended to. have preferved c:/iar. 
| - his Coll, 11. 2 bo 


Kg 


his inventions in-Judic:l Aitrologyby the 
like invention of Ingraving them n | 
Plates, which Plates they uſually faſtned - 
to Pillars; from whence amapt to think. 
Cem A that the Gnoſticks might take occaſion to 
Strom. VI, forge that Prophecy which was among 
Pp: 542- A. them obtruded in thoſe times under his 
Name. And as' /Egyptiar Notions were 
the Principal ingredient in moſt of thoſe 
Antient Hereſjes that were comprehended 
© under the common Name of Gno#ftichs ; 
Plutarch. ſo Lam apt to think that Chem the Anti- 
Fog ® ent Name of /#gypt gave them occalionto 
_*- father what they pleaſed on a Scripture- 
Patriarch of a Name that had ſome afh- 
nity to it, beſides that the Scripture it (elf 
calls ZEgypt fo often the Land of Ham, fo 
that the Inſcriptions of Chaz and Mercury 
were probably the very ſame. Thelikel 
alſo conceive concerning the P7/ars of 
CG - wag Seth atorementioned from Joſephns. Nor 
?lutarch. 1s the miſtake ſo difficult as may be ima- 
7 = = pined. It is very well known that the 
 diusinPla. Dog-ſtar was by the /Egyptians called 
| Timem (71) Sothis That the revolution of their 
_ male ooas- _ te : 
-3.Porpbyr. &7e4f ear Was accordingly from it called 
de antr. Sothiaca (2) Periodus, becauſe the Dog- 
Nymph. 7Z,y then returned exadtly to the very 
(:) Clem. | 
4exand. lame place where he had been before ; 


Strom. 1.- That thcir great zear was therefore called 
P- 335: Go TY fo, Aunttis 
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Thoth was reckoned for the firſt Month 
in the year becauſe the Doeg-#ar roſe in. 


_ therefore called Thoth becauſe their Sothis 


ſame ornot; yet 1t {eems clear that the 


_Tranflation. of | REO" Hiſtory, pre- L I. te 
| tended allo from Sarred Pillars was allo 


BEERS =] © Ks 


"Kim; Of TCOnnaT, "As Can 170) on 
us, becauſe 1t began cy on the firſt De dienat, } 
day of that Month on which the Dog-ſtar © 8. OO 
roſe, which was the Egyptian Thoth. 5 
Who ſees not that the whole contrivance 
of that year was exaaly fitted to the 
courſe of that Star? And that therefore 


: renee tx Arr: wr ary 


It 2 It therefore its Name were g1ven 1t 
with any deſign, 1t ſeems to have been 


roſe in it, and therefore that thoſe two 
Names are indeed deſigned tor the ſar e. 
Nor is the change of $ and Th either dit- 
hicult or unuſual in thoſe Tongues, as 
might have been ſhewn by multitudes of 


d. XII. Bur whether the SOON of 
ſhot and Sothzs were Originally the 


Notions of Mercury were inſcribed to 
Sothis, So Manetho's Sacred Hiitory (10 ;:@. 
the ſame Senſe no doubt, that Ennis Div. Inft, 


called Sacred ) iscalled the B:2aG £45:o5 11 
£E+ſeb. ibÞo And, which yet comes more 
fully home to what I am now proving, 

the very Name 51 1s uſed in this matter 
4 es from E 


E- St 


—— #rom Pete ris an zyptian Writer, by |- 
In loc Fuſ- Vettius Valens, Antiochenis m Scalieer and 


— 2 Sa 


ma *" others, and that in the Maſeulive Gezder, 


But this whole matter will be yet plainer 
if we remember that the deſign of Mazetho 


(1) Socor- (1 was to fithis Chroxology to that Sothiac 


char's IS. 


"one 1 £7704, Weleeit accordingly prevailed 
in the xv1. 11 moſt of the later Ag yptian Chronologies, 
Dyn4/ty 78 which pretended to any more than ordt- 


Kt: Agr _ . 
mW Ke- nary Exadreſs. So the Deſtruction of 


as ces Troy 1s noted in Clerr. (2) Alexandrinns, 


TW Mane: 


> 511-4, Molt probably trom an Egyptian Author. 


p. 103. C.90 were the ycars. of Nabonaſſar inPtolonies 
(:)5ronl Canon, and the Babylonian Eclipjes fitted 
(;) Pto!. to the ſame Cantoular year by (3) Hippar- 
L.1V-CUt: chys, Now. this Sothiac Period was pur- 
p1-+ poſdly invented to grve a full and exact 
account of the Ss courſe, till he was to 

riſe exactly in.the ſame place of the Zo- 

aize where he had rifen before. For pro- 
ceedins on this Hypotheſis that. the true 
Sol. Fear conlilted of 36 5 days and : this 

F ourth was not intercalated every Fourth | 
year, as 11 the Jul;an account, but per-. 
mitted to run on ( purpolely that theit 
Fcftivities might paſs through the whole 
year, ) till thoſe Fourth parts of a Day 
made upa whole Tear, which they did in 
1461, Fyyptian, equivalent to 1460. 
 J-lian years, That this was purpoſely 

ng _ defigned 


MR -O 


—eligned" to ſignie the Courle of the _ 
$un, appears from their calling the whole — 
Period by the Name of(* ) Annw Her, ( ) Chr. 
and 5 043 #ravrds, as the Name of 04% fim- 15. 
ply taken, ſignifies the Sur in Artient 

Authors. But the Sur, whoſe Courſe 
this was, was called Typhor, as Typhon was | 
alſo called Seth, as Plutarch 
tas allures us. Accordingly (*) O15 Tels ds Tis quartets 
as molt of the Egyptian % 7 47 Avg5Arzicy Maeda 
| Names of Perſons and Pla- | a WAS BE 
ces were taken from their «8 #57per. Plitarch. de 154. 
| Cooler, fo wehnvellitt toor- © Or pgrr andere 
_ : £ after: Ais F Tudora £15 une 
ſteps of this Gods namein *aw2.v rain, inp 
the Names of Sethrom, Se- wamdwareo fn KaTHfa- 


Te (9 uo. Where we have the 
Hos, Sethoſrs, &C. And then (renification of Stth in't! e 


|. it cannot _be thought zgptiax Tongue, and the rea- 
| ſtrange, that as his whole ©» the San and. Topion 
HZ? nat, were called fo. Again, To £13 

Book 1s denominated from 


eu'Tor Tyzoye 14s 1G e{ 
his Chroxological Period, fo ah#'T0 Xe ed ant der 34 £4 
| that Period it df ſhould 7*5< om Þ.97 1 Baan 
| | be aſcribed to the Feyptian 543. p 376. a. 
| .S#4, and conſequently the. 
| Pillars alſo on which- theſe accounts 
were taken. It may be another account 
may be given of this matter, that by the 
Pillars of Seth may be meant only their 
| belonging to Egypt. So it appears that _ 
| theſameKing who was called Egyptus by 
| the Greeks, was by the Egyptizzs them- 
inn. {clves 


— 
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thence EL Manetho to. have 
been the ſame with him whom the Greeks 
called /Egyptus the Brother of Danazs, 
( who neither was himſelf known to the 
Egyptians, by the name of Danaxs but Ar- 
214is ) becauſe Sethos in the Egyptian 
Tongue, ſigmtied the fame thing as 
/Eg3ptus in the Greek, Now the Name 
_ of Egypt was derived from the Name of 
tEgyptws, by which he was known to 
\ the Greeks, and therefore proportiona- 
' bly the Name of Sethos muſt have de- 
ved the like denonnnation of Sethos to 
OY v . wg his Cenntry. So Theophilus Antiochenus 
— Fe Autolyc from Maxetho : "Avi '& Jn. EY HAI So © 
TN 0% faonkus E:5260 7) Þ EE ONE gem AITY1I- 
TOE zaac;7). Which, being once admitted, 
©, wHl open a further way of expounding 
Ant. 1. 3. Joſephus's y 1 Zuver dts which muſt be TECOTI- 
ciled with the place where the Mercyrial | 
- Pillars were placed by Manetko, and 1s F 
| by him called Snewd179. And to derive | 
© this'yet higher, the uſual occaſion thele } 
_ emulous Nations took for challenging | 
the glorious AcTions. or . Perſons of each | 
Others to themſelves, was when them- 
ſelves alfo had Adioms or Perſons of the | 
fame Name. Now Heliopolis m EF pt was | 
Famous for thoſe Merourial Writings. | 

= as And 
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they had, on this pretence, claimed Mer. 


( 29 ) 


And therefore they who were ambitious | 
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to take occaſion of doing ſo from a Heli- 
opolis of their own. Accordingly the 
Chaldeans, for their Xiſuthrus pitched 
on Heliopolis in Sippara, and the Pheni- 


cians had their Heliopolis at Mount Liba- pochart. 


2K, a Sacred place, and particularly ON : 


Famous for their Baitulia, And when 


cury as their own, - the change was very 


obvious, from Sneadix) to Everrdini, for 
them who were willing from thence to 


conclude, that theſe Mercurial Pars 
were to be expefted only in Syria,where 
their Hel;opolis was placed. The very 


Analogy of Grammar 1s ſufficient to ſhew 


that 1t was a wi/{ful and deſigned variation. 


Sveraxy had indeed been Greed, but. 


yi Sverddi, though 1n the Dative Caſe, 


| ſeemstohavebeen a change from Sveralnj, 
| as that alſo from Svea4xj, on the deſign 
| - now-mentioned. And there is ſtilla foot- 

ſtep of -Sneiadirh as the Antienteſt Reading — 


1n Foſephas, that Euſtathins reads it Zniye2/, 
Hexaem. And this very Origination of 


this Word is a ſtrong Preſumption that 


EvereSny rather than Sverymn ( as ſome 


Learned Perſons would have it from 
Ammian ) 1s indeed an Antient Reading 
To os 0 hi n 


4, 5848 
[gs 
4368 
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_Aanian . b in Jo ph, "Y ET That! Lma' © ARYA ; . 
3 on the Antient Tranſlation of Joſephus by 


in loc. Sir Caſſrodore, and as many of the Antients 
Fon Mar- 1; followed either that or the Greek near 


{Þ4m.Chro 


-  Can.Sec. 1, thoſe times, who generally take it for Syria 


p- 89. Ed. on the account now mentioned. I confeſs 
El I cannot eafily diitruſt Ammar mn what 
he ſayes concerning thoſe Syringes, where 
thoſe Sacred Hieroglyphical Inſcriptions 
were, which were deſigned to be pre- 
ſerved from a deluge, becauſe he pretends 
to write viſa pleraque, what he had ſeen 
6. p. 413- with his own Eyes. I confels I am apt to 
think that theſe Syringes, were the places 
deſigned for the ſo much celebrated 
Pillars of Mercury, though theſe Inſcripti- 
ons were. in Vaults under ground (' thoſe 
were properly Syringes-) and in Walls 
rather than Pars ( though I know how 
largely the Notion of 5”: may be under- 
ſtood ) becauſe I cannot think they had 
them in two places, for that ſame reaſon of * 
preſerving them from the Deluge. Yet the 
Country where they were, might have 
| beencalled Seriadica, and that it was ſo, 
 wehave, before Toſephus, the more Anti- | 
ent Teſtimony of Maretho, Belides it is 
_ conſiderable, that the Doctrine of the 
two Deſtructions of the World, one by 
Eres another by 4 ater, which 1s Pre- 
: tended 


[Loma 0 __ re , 
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wo Pillars, 1s originally /Eg yþtiar. 


o 


A 2 Vid.Platon 
And in Ti”. qu! 


they, no doubt on pretence of ſuch ea habuir 


Pillars, boaſted themſelves alone to have #27! 
preſerved their H:i#fories , through the - 
ſeveral Deluges and Conflagrations. And 

from this confounding the Babylonian and 


' Egyptian accounts, which followed upon 


their ſeveral reſpeQtive Emrlations, T ftp- 


poſe it was, that theſe Inventers of the 


Fable of Seth, were ſo particulac n tellin 

us the very materials of thoſe Pillars. The 
[Egyptian Syringes were, as it appears 
from Ammian cut out of a Nrarrey, and 4nnin, 
therefore were of ſolid ſtone. But the & $*17- 
Babylonian mentioned by Epigenes were Ap. Plin. 
Cofilibus Laterculis, for which that placeN. 8. v1 
was Famous. Theſe two fo well fitting 5* 
the deſign of preferving them from the 
Conflagration and the Deluge, made them, 

who were willing to confound things for 
Intereſts of their own, to be as I ſaid ſo 

very particular, not conſidering that by 
theaccount given in Platos Times, the .  _ 
Egyptians had: another pretence of pre- > 


| ferving their own Izſcripiions from the 


Conflagration as well as from the Deluge. 
$. XIV. So alſo, for the Writizes trom 

whence our Sanchomiathon is pretended to 

have Collected his Hiſtory, there f-cms_ 


G-- 


—vnls donbt 
for the ſame with thoſe of Mercury ; as 
alſo that the Subject of theſe Writings , 
. were taken from thoſe Plates, and Pally: 
now mentioned. Philo Þ lis himſelf 
expreſly ſayes, that Sanchoniathon en- 
quired very carefully into the Notions of 
| Taantws; That {ſaautxs, to whom they 


+) Philo Wereaſctibed,. wasno other than (*) Mer- | 


Sat- they- werealo - eff oHE — Lanng 


Eyotbus ys cur y, WA, I believe, need no proot. And 


[OcXxpret) y 


theſe My SFical Books of the Ammonians 


Pr. Ev. 1.9. being. joyned with them, makes 1t yet 


* hind A. 


more probable. For even among our 
preſent Counterfcits under the Name of. 
| Mercury, we have an Epiſtle of Ajclemys 
to 41107, concerning the Concealment 
of their Þ/ iloſophical Myiteries, with fe- 
veral other Fragments of the like addreſs 
18 ofobers Eclog. Phyſ. by which we ſee 
thatthoſe unfaithful dealers with Hermes, 
did both joyn: this Ammon with him 
whom they bes king in Libja, ( very 
_ probably with ſome relation to the Fa- 
mous L7byaz Oracle of Jupiter Ammon ) 
and withall, made the fame Ammon a 
very zealous Patron of thole Philoſophical 
Mj3teries. So that this holds exact cor- 
= pondcnce withthoſe other Cheats, and. 
looks as ifit belonged to the ſame Forge. 


Vale poſit We he's refer it to that 
more 
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. Thamuz, and the God of the /Egyptian 
Thebes, called Ammon mn Plato himſelf, 5, predr, 
whence it comes to paſs that the Zgypti- p. 213- 

an Thebes has, in the Prophets, the Name 
of No-Ammon, as1t was uſual, and,as D;- 
odorus obſerves, moſt proper to the gyp- 
| tians, to denominate their Czties from 
their Deities. It may be this may be the 
reaſon why the Name of Amm#10n1s fo uſu- 
ally made- uſe of in the accounts of the 
 Rgyptian Philoſophy, becauſe the Name 
it ſelf ſeems an ot-ſpring of Hm, aſcri- 
bed inthe Scripture to the Land of /Eg zpt 
it felt, ſo that the Ammonian Philoſophy 
 isno morethan a Colozy of the Fg yptzan. 
| And theſe *Amuzupe Tecwele, thele Myſti- 
cal Writings were molt properly aſcribed 
to this God, whoſe very Name, as Mzy- 
netho expounds it, ſignified in the' Eg yp. Pr, Fire. 
tian Tongue, To zexpvppery x * xiv, How & ofirid. 
much more proper an Etymology is this, 
than that which Bochart gives elſewhere 
from the Hebrew, where his Intereſt for De ren. 
Sanchoniathon, obliges him to make theſe <2 +17: 
Ammonian Writings Phenician?  — + 
$. XV. But to examine now. the Cre- 
dibility of his pretence to thele Means; it 
isfirſt conſiderable that, ſeeing theſe Re- 
cords were X2 yptian, Ut 1s not calie to cx- 
Ea | Plain 


' Porpbyy. de 
vit.Pythag. 

- P-183. vid. 
Not, Hol- 


ften. 


4+ 
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notwithſtanding the powerful recommen- 
dation of Polycrates. to Amaſis who was 
his Hoſpes, ſhews how averſe they were 


to communicate their Mjyieries to For- 


rerigners. But it was not at all to be ex- 
pected by Perſons #xcircumcized, as the 
Phenicians were undoubtedly in the pre- 
tended Age of Sanchoniathorn. But fup- 


poling he had Conquered the difficulties 


of acceſs, and ſubmitted, as Pythagoras || 


ſeems to have done, to Circumcition ; yet 
the Myitical Books of the Ammonians, 
and much more the Mjyitical Hierogly- 
phicks of the /Egyptians, ( of which kind 


the Sacred [zſcriptions of their Pillars ge- 


nerally were, _) depended {till on a higher 
degree of good will and fidelity of the 
Prieſts for their Explication. And who 


can undertake that they would, after all, | 
deal Faithfully with him ? Eſpecially if 


they had ſuſpected the leaſt deligninhim 
of committing them to Writing, and di- 
v4lging them to Poſterity ? And after all, 


what judicious Perſon would not rather 
enquire for this Information Origizally 
trom the Mg Yptians themſelves? Who 


would not rather haye truſted ther preſent 


op "bo 
wet b 


{cnle__ 


of another Nation, could have accels to 
them. The difficulty Pythagoras found 


| S$7rj4, thathehad met them placed there 
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later times, than 


And then, what will become of this ſo 
much applauded Teſtimony of Sarchon7a- 


thon, 1tf Phenician matters muſt not be 


| expected from him, as they could not 
| from ſuch means of Information ; and if 


the Teſtimony even of the later /&g wth 
as muſt be preferred before him ? I a 


| very well aware that the whole credit of 


this Author depends on the contrary ſup- 


| © poſition, that both theſe Pi//ars of Taau- 
| t#4, and Apocryphal Books of the Ammoni- 


ans, were in Phenicia,, and concerned 


| Phenician Aﬀairs, and in the Phenciarn 


U . 


Tongue or Chara@ers, that a Native Phe- 
zician might be prefumed fitteſt to under- 


|} ftand them. - - 


&. XVI. Tars will indeed, and will 


alone, make him ſo credible as he 1s 
thought to be. And it is plainly ſuppo- 
ſed in the Author himſelf, who makes 


And this ſeems the moſt 'hkely account 


| how the Pillars of Seth ( which I ſaid 


ſeem tobe the ſame with thoſe of Mer- 


29. By 


cary ) came to be placed by Joſephns in. 


by 


| (ſen agree Au and eman f 
| uch Second-hand Relati- j 
ons concerning the ſenſe of their Anceſtors? 


[= FO a Native Phernician, and to be Apnd Euſe. 


| made Kine of #igypt by one that, was, ?*- Ev. 1: 


I0-P.35.A, 


: y ws , 
, - 
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by ſome who were thus in Intereſt, con- 


cerned to place them fo, to juſtifietheir | 


other Fictions. Beſides T5 SEnerelins in 
Manetho was eaſily corrupted into =veca9. xj 


in Joſephus, by them who were will. 


ing to have it ſo, as has already 
| beenobſerved. And the /Egyptiar Name 


of Seth, ſo exadtly agrecing with the He.. 


brew Name. was a likely occa/ſton of miſtake, 


and an Argument too, for them who had. | 
rather have him believed to be a Hebrew | 
than an /Egyptiarn, But then againſt this 


I oppoſe all the contrary, both Teſtimonies 
and Arguments that might be produced 
to prove that Hermes was a Native /Egyp- 


tian, and that Egypt wasnever ſo ſubdu- 
ed by the Phenicians as to receive, nor | 


 Phenicia in ſuch a ſtrong and flouriſhing 


own Nation. That 1s as many Teftimo- 
nics, as there are or have been-/Egyptian 
Writers, not only after, but before the 
publiſhing of this pretended Sarchorria- 
_ thox;, as many of them, at leaſt, as gnen- 


tion ſucha Perſon as Hermes, as many of | 
them as wrote before theſe Diſputes of | 


Antiquity of Nations were ſtaxted as well 
as they who wrote afterwards, to abet 
parties now made, and to drive on de- 
 tizns by this tune already formed to their 


hand, | 


A — — 


Phenician, a ſign none ſuch wasſo much 
as challenged by them, till this pretended 
Sanchoniathon. The fame account 1s fol- 
lowed by others. afterwards, by Ampelizs 
and Arnobizs, a l1gn that even ther this 4rnob. adr. 
| fictitious Phemician wasnot of that credit, **0-1- 
as to be thought worthy to encreaſe the 
recaved Number. And theſe were ſufh- 
cient to be oppoſed to the true Sanchonia- 
| #tbox himſelt. The Original Writings of 
5 "Taautur, and the Myit:cal Books of the 
| Anmonians muſt have been theirs, and 
could have been Interpreted by none but 
them, if we will allow any thing'to the 
concurrent Teſtimomiesof difrtereſſed An- 
tiquity. Þut how much more than ſuft- " 
cient are they to over-lway the Vouchers 
for hin, and for all thoſe th1es alſo which 
recommend him as ſo very creditable? 
How much Antienter 2 How much freer 
from deſ1gn? That I may not now del- 
cend to Perſonal Comparitons, =_ 
 $. XVIL. Bur, ( polltbly to avoid the 
difficulty to be ſuppoſed in underſtanding 
* Writings 


_ £865 


— — wings of this Nature; Tit isfupp poſed” : 
that Taautws exther foxnd or made all thin = 
clear; that he Originally wrote them > 
whatever he wrote upon his own know- 
ledge; that he ade them ſo, where he 
did not, as in hisdiſcovery of theſe Myſti- 

PA Books of the Ammronians, from ſome 


apud Exſ. Monuments of their own, concealed j in 


4 wot 4 their Adyta, and of difficult acceſs, but 


EATS Þ We Argo 2 EE RS gt 


he unriddled the Tales and A/egories, 
wherein they had been Odainatly con- 

cealed. But that the later*Prieifs again 
retrieved their Mythologies and Arts of 
-concealment. That as for the Mercarial 

Ap. oy ib. Books themſelves the Son of Thabion was, 
P-39- © the firſt who turned them into "Dako 
- from whom they came to the Greeks. 
I>.p.40.B. That many Generations afterwards Sxr- 
aubelus, the God (I luppoſelo Sur-nam- 
ed like 9 OR hus, and Diodorws Cronus 
the Phileſopher, from Saturn, and Pior 

_ the /Egyptian from Apollo, that I may | in- 
{tance alſo in private Perſons who were 
Sur-named from Gods, not only denomi- 
zatively, ) and Thuro a Woman Sur-nam- 
ed Chuſarthis, explained thoſe Alegories. 
That by this means they might come clear 
to Sarchoniathon from Writings, without 
Perſona] Diſcoveries ofthe Priejs, which - 


was 


yet boar and divulged by him; that b 


> _ = _ 
bl 


trived, asif it were on purpoſe to defend 
the Credit of theſe Informations. 
* $. XVIII. But how many things are 
here ſuppoſed no. way conſiſtent withthe 
Notions of thoſe times? We ee it is ac- 
knowledged that the Arts of concealment 
| of MyFeries, had been taken up and uſed 
before, becauſe Taantxs 1sfaid to have un-. 
- riddled thoſe of the Ammonians, And 
who knows not how great a P;aculum it 
| wasthought to divulge Myiteries? How 
particularly Superſtitions the ' Artients 
| were that way, as appears from the Fa- 
| bles of Phinews and Promethews? And 
(concerning the /Egyptians) from their 
Worſhip of Harpocrates ? How it was Ca- 


pital for the Perſon who endeavoured it, 


and how they would no doubt have ſup- 
preſſed ſuch Publications of their MySerzes 
ifit lay im their power to do fo? How 
then could Sarchoniathon come by 
them who hved ſo many Agesafter? Was 
it becauſe they could not fupprels all Copies 
of what had once eſcaped them at firſ#, 


eſpecially not ſach as werein the Hands of 


the Phenicians, who were not obnoxious 
to their Juriſdiction? But would they, at 
leaſt, have paid that Hozour to the Me- 
mory of a Perſon guilty of a crimethen 

reputed 
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ENS reputed is very impious as to > make him: nal 
+. Cod? Wouldthey not rather have ered | 
ed Pillars to his diſyrace (from whence 
came afterwards the popular notion of 
enuTSey ) than borrowed all their Sacred 
Rites and Inventions from his Books or | 
Pillzrs> Would they have- aſcribed all I 
their Solemmities of Religioa (asit appears 
they did from Clemens Alexandrinus ) to 
luch a Prophaner of their Secrets, to (0 
Sttom. v1. 1Mp1ous a Vviolator of their received Re- 
lIigion? OE 
$. XIX. AXD who indeed was more 
unlikely to have ſuch an accuſation laid to 
his charge, than he that was reputed the 
Firſt Inſtitutor of their Religion, the firſt 
Impoſerof that Sacred ſlerce which they 
took for ſo necellary a Duty of all that 
$4554 would pretend to be Religious? Why 
irrarun ſhould they afcribe their Hieroglyphicks 
Eats w_ and their Sacred CharaFers to him, 1f they 
Firmi had not thought that he had invented 
Mathel- them purpoſely tor this concealment? But 
© 8. © conliderhimevenas the Inventor only of 
" Fuſcb, Pr. their Letters (an Invention expreſly afcri- - 
gg P bed to him by this pretended Sarchonic- 
© thon himſelf) and they cannot ſhew it 
poſlible for him to make that diſcovery he 
1s pretended to have made from the very | 
Fritings Of © the Ammonians, For all | 


other 
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_ other Sacred wayes but Letters, were of + 
_ could be gathered from them without 
the Oral Traditions of their Prieſts. And 
therefore\ he could not have made fo. 
great Diſcoveries by Books, if himſelf 

were the firſt Inventor of Letters. RE 
| $. XX: Bur who is this Son of Tha- ” 
| bio, Who is faid to have turned them L 
| back into A/egories, and from whom they 
cameat laſt to the Greeks? I ſuppoſe Aga- 
thodemon, or the Second Mercury the 
| Fatherof Tat, who is ſaid by Mazetbo to 
{ have Tranſlated the Books of the faid 
| Elder Mercury into Greek, but yet _ 
| Tegpari ieegyaurinets, that 1s 1n the Sacred AP: m_ 
| Egyptian Letter , contradiſtin& - from > 86,0 ; 
| that which was of common uſe, poſhibly 
that though the words were, yet the Cha- 
raGers might not be underſtood by the 
Greeks without the Priests affiſtance , 
which he alſo ſecured by placing them 1n 
| the Adyta, All theſe things ſeem exattly 
| . to agree with the preſent Fragments 0 
the Mercurid! Writings in Greek, where ; 
| the Elder Mercury 1s blamed by Ammon 

tor divulging their Myſteries 3 where the 
Second Mercury is he who generally ſpeaks 
| 11 his own Perſon, the Elder 1s ſpoken of 

in the Third; and Tat is mentioned as his 
W Yor, and the Mos1eur dntx-puuutroy 18 lo of- 

D | ken 


#* 


(42). 

E— _ ten- mentioned, where the very Pall ; 
L_......____.....are-mentioned.,..and.that they were-tobe—- 
=  diuuleed to Poſterity from thoſe Pillars, 
as appears from a Fragment of them ex- 

© $10b.Eclog, fant IN Stobewz.- Yet it does not appear 
 PlyC that Marethopubliſhed that Text of thoſe 
Mercurial Books he pretends to have uſed 
out of the Sacred Eg yptiaz, into. the 

common Greek Character. That he might 

forbcar to do as a Priesf. Poſhbly Nu- 

 menius might have contributed hereunto, 

who is therefore charged by his own 

_ Heathen Brethren for divulging Myſteries. 

March. in Whoever did ſo, ſeems alſo to have en- 
ſonn. - Jarged thoſe of Marnetho , with other 
caong "things he took for Mercuridl, as will ap- 
pear hereafter, However theſe very al- 

lnſtans to thefe Greek Mercurials, are fut- 

ficient to convict this pretended Sanchoni- 

athon of falſehood, in the opinion of ſuch 

as believe the Mercurials themlelves to be 

 Forgeries, and Forgeries much later than 

the time that Sanchoniathon pretends to. 

Ez However, ifthey wereagain involved by 
this Secohd Hermes,how comes Sanchonia- 
thon to have underſtood them? But if this 
 Surmubelus and Thuro had extricated them 
before the time of Sarchoniathon , how 
comes Orphexs (who muſt have been Elder 
or contemporary with him, it he flouriſhed 
at, ora little betore; the War of ps. 


- and: who is gene! rally ſap | fed to have TY + 
rowed his Notions from the Mig yptrans, ) = 
not to have underſtood them free from 
Allegories, as well as this pretended Saz- 
choniathon ? But to proceed. 

$. XXI. Het is pretended alſo to have 
borrowed his Informations from Hierom- 
baal the Priest of the God Fevo. There 
is little reaſon to doubt but that he meant 
Gideon, who was by his Father Joaſh 
Sur-named Jerubbaal. The putting of H Jud vr. 32 
before Hebrew words beginning with 71, 
( that is, putting Aſpirations where 1n the 
Original, the F 18 Conſonant,)) is ſo com- 
mon, that I believe none will doubt of it. 
Inſtances are. very obvious, as in FHere- 
mias, Hieruſalem, Hiericho, @&c. And 
the M S. Greek v 1s as calc to have been 
miſtaken for a x, which is their Mark for 
2, which is an ordinary occaſion of miſtake 
In multitudes of MSS. Eſpecially inthe 7 
leſs $killful Publiſhers of Printed Books 
from MSS. and this Name 1s at this pre- 
ſent Written Jerohaal, with an o in the 
Vulgar Latin Text, Judg. vi. 32: And. 
almoſt as little reaſon 1s there to doubt, 
but that the Name Fevo, is only a Greek 
imitation of the Tetragrammaton, the 
middle and final A/piratiors being utter- 

Iy eg a the Greek Tongue. But 

os Wn. neither 


«a 


NEC 


any cos more CHIN 50s theothers. 
| Howcould Gzdeor be a Prieſt, who was 
Fa 1111; of the Tribe of Manaſfſeh? Wasit on ac- 
count of the Ephod which Gideon made? 
E -  Butwhereis there theleaſt intimation that | 
he woreit himſelf? Nay,when heis ſaid to 
have placed 1t in his own City of Ephra, 
it ſeems to imply, that it was placed there 
for another's wearing. And how comes | | 
it to paſs, that the Scripture ſhould paſs } 
it over 1n {ilence, that is ſo puncual in | 
taking notice of Violations of the Priei?- 
* hood, n matters of leſſer conſequence in 
= Jeroboam and others? But how could 
Sanchoniathon have been guilty of fuch 
a miſtake, inſo freſh a memory of Gide- 
07, 1N ſo near a Neighborhood of the 
Tems vs, 1N a matter wherein then the mean- 
eſt of them could have informed him, 
(fo caretul they were then to keep up the 
memory of their 1ribes, ) if he had been 
ſo diligent in procuring Information, as1s 
' _,,, pretended? Suppole he had been ſo ne- 
ary ite olhigent himſelf; yet, how could King. 
Tz52i + Abibalus, to whom he 1s ſaid to have De- 


Cre. dicated his Book? How could all his 


| phyris ap. Contemporary Enquirers after Truth, from 
Sn Pr. all whom, he 1s pretended-to have re- 
Fo ceived commendations be yet all ſo mi- 


ſtaken 
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To - 
Yet to make this fancy concerning Gide- 
_ ons Prieſthood look more likely, the ex- 
| cellent Bochart conceives that the Baa/ Ph.Col rr. 
© Berith, with whom the IPaclites com- jugg vin 
mitted Idolatry after the death of Gideom, 33: 
muſt have been the God of Berytzs, Sarn- 
choniathon's own City. But it ſeems moſt 
likely, that this Baal Berith was the God 
(not the Goddeſs) to whom Gideons 
Ephod was Conſecrated, at his own City 
Ephra. That Ephod is ſaid to have been Juds v:rr 
a ſnare to Himand his Family. And ac- Judg-19.4- 
cordingly this Baal Beriths Temple, fur- 
niſhed the Sichemites with Arms in their 
Conſpiracy with Abimelech, which proved 
the ruine of the greateſt part of Gideor's 
| Family. If fo, thenthere was no ground 
| to make this Baal Ber:ith the ſame with 
Jao, to whom Philo Byblizs would have 
us believe that Gideon was Prieſt, How- 
_ ever, there 1s no probability that Berth 
| Cifit muſtneeds be the name of a place, ) 
|, could be the ſame with. Berytzs. This 
Berith, where the Sichemites dwelt was tn 
all likelyhood under the Dominion of the 
Iſraelites, but Berytus was in Phenicia, 
and was in Sarnchoniathon's time | 1t we 
may believe ' Philo Byvlizs ) under a di- 
ſtink K7zg from {facl. , Bcitdes the dit- 
Co es UE EW = . » 


os 
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t-ways- 


And it is obſervable, that Stepharns leems 


to have taken what he had concerning 


theſe Phemicjan places, from Philo Byblins 


_ himfelt, as might have been ſhewn in ſe- 


Phan. Col. 


Ih 19s - 


veral Inſtances, and is on another occaſ1- 
on. confeſled by Bochart himſelf. It this 
were taken” from him alſo, then 1t will at 
leaſt follow, that this aftinity between the 
Names of Berith and Berytws, could have 
been no occaſion of miſtake to Ph:lo By- 
blizs. Which as to our preſent purpoſe, 
is of much greater conſequence, than 


what that ſame Learned Perſon obſerves 


_ from Nonnzs,who takes Berytzs tor Beroe, 


Sud. M &- 
U7g. dap» To- 
jep2. c APs 


. de 1057o 


the Daughter of Pex and Adonis, This 


therefore, looks like one of thoſe 1ll- 


meant Blunders, which thoſe Modern 
Greeks were ordinarily guilty of in the 


Jewiſh Hiſtory, who pretended, no doubt 


trom the like Records, to give other ac- 
countsof them, than their own writings 
had done of themſelves, only with a de- 


[123 to aſperſe their Nation. Thus Moſes 


is made a Woman, called Mojo by Alex- 


ander Poljbiitor, Moſes and Jofeph are 


 joyned 


Fer Frvriting thele wordsinthe- | -; 
Hebrew,. gives little occaſion for ſuch a 
miſtake. The Phenician Berytus was fo. 
called as Stephanxs tells us, rather from 
TRA due 78 truSegr, ne 79 opede Tp auwTHSe 
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— i > 
_—Joyned together as contemporaries in Che- , 1. 1p 
Yemon. But Moſes 1s the Son of Joſ-ph KXXVIs 2, 
in Trog#s Pompeixs, Epitomizd by Juſtin, 
Many more Inſtances might have been gi- 
ven, if it had been neceflary. Nor will 
tue Anſwer of Bochart ſerve to excuſe him 
here. m2 may indeed alone fignifie-a 
Prince as well as a Prieif, But when it 1s 
joyned with the God, to whom he is ſaid 
__ to have been Priei?.that were alone ſuffict- 
| entto determine the ſignification, from 
| any ambiguity of which it might other- 
wiſe have been capable. But beſides I 
ſhall (5) hereafter have occaſion to ſhew (*) 5 32. 
_ his deſign in making him a Prze##, for re- 
| commencing what he was to deliver on - 
his Teſtimony. © 
$. XXII. BuT poſhlibly his pretended 
 Memoires of Gideon, might have given 
him the Title of Prieif, and S ES. 
thon a Stranger, a likely occafion of ſuch 
a miſtake. If they did fo, then this it 
| {elf had been a ſufhicient Argument, that 
they could not have been Gideors, And 
then, what credit muſt that part of his 
Hiſtory be of, which relyes on ſo uncre- 
ditable Informations? And indeed, how 
unlikely is it, that Gideon ſhould have. 
_ left ſuch Memoires behind him? In all. - 
iikelyhood , what had come from him, _ 
P nr on 
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at leaſt, if it had been undoubted, would 
havebeen made ſo by—the atteſtation of 


the Sarhedrim, who were by God himſelf 
eſtabliſhed for the Authentical Judzes of 


Prophets. Which is. the moſt defenſible 
way for aſſerting the Divinity of the Ano- 


2ymous Authors of the Old Teitament. 


And if fo, what probability had there 
been oftheir miſcarriage? Nay, ſuppoſing 


_ them only Humane, and of no higher re- 


' pate among the Jews ; yet, who can 

think they would have neglected fo pre- 
cious a Monument of their Amtiquity , 
from ſo ſurea hand as Gzdeor's? But there 
1s not the leaſt Memory of ſuch a work 
among the Jews, not mn their Canonical 
Hitori 42s; Not In the multitudes even of 


Connterfeits, that were Antient, Or were - 


ever received, even among the Helleniſts, 
of which we have any account, either in 
the Antient Stichometrie, or in any Anti- 


ent 2notations; not ſo much as in any 


 Duotation of thoſe Canonical Writers that. 
-hved near thoſe times, and quote {cyeral 


extant then, which have fince miſcarried, 


as the Book of Jather, of the Wars of the 


- Lord, &c, Not even in the Book of 
Judges where his Feltimony had been 
moſt. uſeful tor conmung the ' Jewiſh 


H ory, 


bo 8p) x 


"Hiſtory, ; fol ws end of Joh 44, to his 

own time. Can we think they would 

thus generally have negleCted him, if they 

had known lim, or thought bim Genu- 

' ine? Can we think the Phznicians would 

© have valued him, if his own C ONT 

| had ſoneglected him ? - 

$. XXII. Certainly, ifheever hadany 

| ſuch Memoires, or made uſe of them any 

where, it muſt havebeen, moſt probably, 

where he gives account of Jewiſh matters. 

But his accounts concerning them, are ſo 

full of 2iſtakes, of miſtakes ſo incon- 

fiſtent even with Jewiſh Intereſt, as could 

not, with any probability, have been oc- 
 caſioned by any Fewiſþ Teſtimonies 3 
much leſs byſo grave and unexceptiona- 

ble a Teſtimony as that of Gideor. I 

have had occaſion to mention one inſtance 
already, that of his making Gideon a 

Prieit, And ſuch generally are the reſt 

of his accounts of Fewiſh affairs, as far as 
we can judge of them, by the few Frag- 
- ments preſerved to us by Porphyry. He 
makes Abraham a Native Phoenician, and By the 
the ſame with the Greek Saturn, who be- _ m. = 
{towed Attica on Minerva. What Jew Fuſ, "Pr. be. 
would have rob'd his Nation of their 19; Þ 35 
Father Abraham they ſo much boaſted of, ©? HY 
would have denvcd them from the Uncir- 
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of the Helleniits, who ſpeak of it as done, 
becauſe 1t was reckoned to him as done itt 
the Divine acceptance, Gen, XXI1. 16. 
Therefore St. Paul ſayes he Offered him, 
Heb. x1.17. adding withall, that he re-_ 

EE ceived. 


FT" 


enmtciſed Philistines, ſo much abhorred || ci; 
and deſpiſed by them? Would have | Ar 
diſhonoured Abraham himfelt, fo tar as | fer 
to have made him a Heathen Deity, a | Ep 
thing ſo deteſted by the Jews ? He makes | het 
him aFzally Sacrifice his Son. It 1s plain | wi 
what Intereſt obliged him to fay fo, »7z. | thi 
that he might hereby give an account of || all 
that Antient, but Inhumane Cuſtom, of | 41 
Sacrificing their own Children to him, Þ Sq 
under thename of Saturnor Moloch. For | 4: 
this was generally the deſign of the Hea- Þ' 
then Myſteries, to commemorate ſome || {i 
memorable Action of their Deity. + Thus bl 
the pleaſure that Ceres took 1n the ob- || 1. 
{cene behaviour of Baubo, was comme- | p 
morated in the Eleuſtmian Mjþſteries. And b 
the like delight that Hercales took in the | © 
Plow-man's Curſes, when he was eating | e 
his Plow-Oxen, was alſo remembred with | 
_ thelike Curſes {till repeated in the Solem- t 
nities of the Worſhip of -Hercules. But | 7 
What ground could he have in doing ſo, | t 
from the Old Teitament? He might in- | t 
deed from the later Myſtical Expoſitions | 
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ceived him from Death "73 2 "005 | we. 
And the expreſſion of having actually of 
 fered him, \sallo uſed by St. Clemers 1n his clen. ad 
Epiſtle to the Corathians, If it were £9 IF 7 
| hence that he derived his miſtake, that 
will alſo prove him Counterfeited about 
| thetime he was firſt produced. Hegnves 
alſo different accounts of the reaſon why 
Abrahane ſhould have offered his Son. 


Sometimes, «uIwier 4 mAkps weyicuy taTHAy P. 40. D. 
cbrov 7 200, lometimes again, Aups Yours me 39 = 
4 832235 I know not whether any occa= 
lion of the former account, might have 

been taken from 2 Kings wm. 27. Am. 

1. 16, where the King of Moab being 

prefled by diſtreſs of War, offerd a Firſt- 

born Son 3 but not his own, but the King 

of Edoz#rs. But there. is no pretence of 
_ either in Abrahams caſe from any Fewiſh 
Records, nor conſequently could he have 
theſe different Informations from the Me- 

moires of Gideon, unleſs we can ſuppoſe 
them, not only diticrent from all the Au- 
| thentick Records of his Nation, but from 
themſelves alſo, theſe things being. the 
Principal in 'this Author, that concern. 
the Jews, and yet, being ſo1mpoiltble ro 
have been taken from any Memozres of | 
Gideon, make me verily ſuſpect, that the 
 Forger of this Author himſelf, as he did 
"Wd not 
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of his deſigned difingenuity in a matter 


not excuſable by any pretence of Igno- 
Trance 3 ſo it will render him juſtly liable 
to aſuſpicion of a like diſingenuty 1n his 


other fair pretences, though we had not 
the hke evidence of conviction of them. 


At leaſt no ſuch pretences to means of In- 
_ formation muſt be truſted on his word, 
and there is no better pretended for 

them. E 


-&. XXIV. Bur, to let the Informations 
alone, the work it ſelf affords Intrinfick 


Arguments enough of juſt ſuſpition. A_ 
_ great occaſion of the Forgeries of- thoſe 


times, was the Emulation of ſeveral Nati- 
ons, for glory of Inventions and Anti- 
quity. Hence it came to paſs, that of all 
glorious Inventions, - and of all Famous 
Perſons, ſo very different and inconſiſtent 


accounts are given by the Hiſtorians of 


the ſeveral Rival Nations, each of them 


challenging them for their own. Hence 


luch a multitude of Jupiters, Herewless, 


FE ſculapius's, Diana's,” &c. nay, and of 


Homors too, ditferent not only in Nati- 


Be r did he know of any-.. p= 
 fach Memozres,. either truly or preten- 
 dedlypaſling under the Name of Gzdeoz, 
at leaſt, not owned for ſuch among the 
Fews, Which as 1t 1s a clear conviction 


oh 


TS  ” On Ln 
_on, but in Age too, yet pretending gene- = 
Tt muſt needs be, that of fo inconſiſtent 
reports concerning the lame Perſon, all 
but - one muſt have been not miſtakes, 
but deſigned Forgeries. Which I there- 
fore note to ſhew that, as 1t was not unu- 
ſual, ſo neither was 1t new, to Forge on 
ſuch occaſions. Yet they pretended ge- 
nerally to honeſt means of Information. 
Now this pretended Sarchoriathon, is full 
of this vanity of arrogating uſeful Inven- 
tions -and Perſons to his own Phenicia. 
Which, asthey will prove him later than 
theſe Azmulations of ſeveral Nations about 
Antiquity, much later than the time pre- 
tended for the true Sarchonzathon 3 fo 
they will expoſe him to all the 1ejtimonies 
and Arguments that may be produced for 
| the ſeveral Nations againſt him in a/, or 
any of the reſpective Particulars. If he 
can be diſproved or charged with indirect 
dealing in any one particular, that will be 
ſufficient to weaken his credit in all the 
reſt. Let us come theretore to the par- 
ticulars. 
XXV.T aus he aſcribes the Invention of 
Iron, to the Phenician Xevowe, IN all ike- Ap. Euſeb. 
lyhood, the ſame with Xevauoe in Heſiod, Pr.Ev.l-10 : 
whom he makes the Famouylcar;where- © 37 ” 
On en no Cs _ 


or 


 . _ pefod. as the Seripture attributes the ſame to. 
-——— Theolo: Twbal Cain, arid the Grec7as to the” Ile; 


2*/2: Dali, not long before the Wars of 
Cl.Al.ST.1 Troy, Forthere we find that all the Arms 
Tn Apoll. of the Heroes, both offenſive and defenſive, 


Argonaut, . 
= mn 4.30« Were of Braſs, as APPCEars by Homer, and 


1195. * ts obſerved by the Scholiait, on Apolloni. 


cone pubs Rhodias and Panſayias, which are 


great ſufpitions that the Invention of {ro 
was late,becauſe it had not as yet reached 
thoſe Parts, But it is indeed-\{trange, that 
Valcan ſhould here be taken for a Pheni- 
Hiroaot. cian, Whois by the /Egyptiars, reported 
_ :z. © have been the notorious Original of 
x:tho p.6.7 the firſt Generation of their Dezfed 


Amman King Sz The deſign of which Deifying 


Marcellin. 


n Inſcrip. being obſerved by this Philo himſelf, £6 


in L.xv11. have been the honour of ſome profitable 
—_ Brp4 Invention for Humane Life, will make it 
p- 32. D. likewiſe probable, that he was alſo taken 


Cirir, de for the Inventor of Fireand Irom. There 
Nat. Deor. 
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_ 4%.L.4-among them none that appears to have 
Ap.r:Pr. been thought Phenician, Thus allo he 
Ev. 1. 19. makes Magys the Son of the 'Az59) and 
P35 > Titanes, which were accounted bad De- 
7210s. Who ſees not here an inſtance of 
that ordinary vanity of the Greciazs, of 


turing the Name of the Sed into a pro- 


PET 
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were indeed ſeveral Vulcans obſerved by | 


row 
oY; 
# 
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| per Nameof a May, and thence pretend- _ 
—Tng tO giVEanaccoune of their frſtanftito="— 
tion > Who ſces not a plain deſign to rob 
the Chaldeans of the Maegz, and to make 
them a Phenican RGA Which let 
him believe, who can find in his heart to 
| doſo. I need not to obſerve, that the 
whole Set of the Mazz, if they were firſt 
Inſtituted by the Chaldear alive, 
( who ſeems to have lived near the time of 
Pythagoras, and 1s ſaid by ſome to have 
CT with him) they muſt have 
been Inſtituted long atter the time of our 
| pretended Sarchoniathon, and therefore 
could not have been taken notice of by 
him. As for the BaGrian Loroaſtres , 
doubt the very pretending to him was 
only ſuch another. defign of robbing the 
Chaldeans of him. Diodorus calls him L. 1. Bibl. 
Oxyartes, and that was, it may be, his ©* Cteſtd. 
trae Name. I might alſo obſerve, that 
when he makes this Magas the Son of 
thoſe bad Demons, he tu her alludes 
to the bad ſenſe of the Name of Magxs. 
which was yet. very much later gag the 
Inſtitution of the Sed it felt, 
$. XXVL. He alſo. makes the Dzoſcurz, 
not only Phe@nicians, but the ſame alſo: ap. raw. = 
With the Corpbantes and Cyretes. It is i354 
evident he could not underſfand the 


Cuitores, 
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| CaFores, who were not only later than 


—On—nS<_”w— co "a - Nw : ts = he # LY. emocrageaooeg id” | 
-.- Sarchontathon; bac thanthofeCrureres an 


Corybantes alſo. The moſt candid ſenſe 
that can be put upon it; 1s by the name 
 Dizoſcurito underſtand, not the Soxs, but 


the Nurſes of Jupiter. So indeed the. 


word zeZay 18 uſed in Heſrod for Nurſing. 
And ſo the Cxretes or Corybantes, are in 
Truth, ſaid to have Niurſed him in the 
Antrum Ideum. But then, the word be- 
ing Greek, could not have been known 
_ to the Phenician Sanchoniathon, and 
what word muſt have anſwered it in his 


Original Phenician, is not eaſie to gueſs, 


Nor do I know why Philo ſhould uſe it in 


Ap. Eiſb. ſo uriuſual a Notion, which yet he elſe- 


v. P:37- where uſes for them abſolutely, without 
- the explicatory Addition of the Titles of 


Greth words, Aayds o; + TE MENTION of ſeyeral other = 
Ei7oy, p. 35. becauſe Zds Greek words, and of the 

&eTUC), Pp. 37. Ovgavos, 
| Kew, Eeuns,0c.& p39. 


Curetes or Corybantes, And 1s not this a 
Plain deſign upon the Cretan Fupiter, to 
make him, as well as his Nurſes, Origi- 
nally Phenician? But this may poſhibly 
be thought excuſable as an [zterpolatior 


of the Tranſlator, who mult at leaſt, have 
been'the Author of that Greek word. For 


it ſeems evident, not only from this, but 


Greek Nation, nay, of the 


where he quotes Heſiod, &c, VETY Ale xandrians , that he 


did 


apt ry £# 
Reef - 3 


A —— 
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than of a faithful accurate Trayſlator. _ 
But then, how ſhall we be able to diſtin- 
 ouiſh between his On; and the 
Noxt of his pretended Sanchoniathon. It 
 ſeemsalſo ſtrange, that theſe Corybartes or 
Cabiri, or Samothraces, which, by the 
Grecians account of them, ſeem to have 
been the ſame, and to have accompanied 
the Mater Deorum out of Phrygia 1nto 
Crete, ſhould here be made immediately 
Pheniciins, though I am apt to believe 
indeed that their M feries had ſotne Orr- mo =p ion 
ginally-Phenician ingredients. But it 1s1on. 12. 
yet more ſtrange, how they ſhould have 
tound Crete Inhabited, where they muſt 
have Nurſed, or at leaſt, recezved Jupiter, 
if themſelves had been the firſt Izvertors 
ef Ships, as1s here pretended, unleſs pol- jj'p, z5.a; 
| fibly they made uſe of thoſe hard ſhifts, 
which are here alfo mentioned, - as1nvent= 
ed before, Which yet is hardly credible 
of ſo great a Multitude as might be 
oy ht ſufficient to People. the whole 
Iland. : 
 _$& XXVII. Other inſtancesthere are of 
thelikeVarity and Aﬀe@ation in this Au- 
thor. Somel have had occaſion to touch ,, _ 
at formerly, Who can endure to ſee Jap hy 
( ')) Abrahar, to ſee the famous /Egypti- p38. D. & 


an Þ» | 8n C. 
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—Ctpas.: an (#3 he -made Original-P} 
A, Þ-39Þ* as 2 This alorie, one would think, were 
ſufficient to overthrow thoſe great Elo- 
oies . that are given him for his Faith 
 B.p.38. A. fulneſs and Diligence, but this is not all, 
OW. Jupiter Belys, the Famous Founder of 
the Afyrian Monarchy, Typhon the Bro-, 
ther of the Famous {Egyptian Ofiris , 
muſt alſo be made Originally Phenici- 
ans; than which what can be more cer- 
jainly falſe, if any thing be certain inthe 
Antient Aſſrian or {Egyptian Hiſtories? 
So muſt alſo Adodys the Father of Ben- 
hadad King of Syria in the Scripture, and 
in Irogus Pompeius, and Worlhipped by 
 Miſſmnians. the d W114 for a God. So _— Vow  ſcuU- 
 Pauſan. in [zpzzs, whoſe Sons were Peloporneſjans, 
94 G2, and on that account preſent at the War 
p. 58. & of Troy ; beſides that: himſelf is reported 
ail to have been the Son of Arſ:ve the 
Daughter of Lexcippus a Meſſenian. So 
mult alſo Mzzeroa, if ſhe had Attica be-. 
ſtowed on her by the Phemician Saturn, 
But when were the Phenicians fo famous 
_ for their Conqueſts, as to have ſo great 
and remote Dominions as g yþt, 4/jria 
and Attica at their diſpoſal : What wri- 
ter, even of. their own, however partial 
to his own Country, did ſo muchas Pre- 
tend it betore our pretenaed Sanchonia- 
thoa? 


my gt - in which 1 


eems to r whey Teen A 


a ſpecial Providence of God for their 


Di Covery, 


that Connterferters have 


e gene- 


rally been unskillful ) that ſhe ſhould be 


made contemporary, or rather 


later (*) than /Eſeulapins, as ( 


will appear by our Authors 
_ nya whereas /Eſcu- 


- [apias Alouriſhed, as I ſaid be- 


fore, but little before the War 
of Troy, 


on of Attica 1n the time of Ce- 


rrops Diphyos, ſome hundreds 
of years betore. There were in- 


_ deedſeveral Minerve, and Fj- 


-ulapij pretended by them, who 
had the curioſity to enquire in- 
to them, in order to the expo- 


but Minerva ſtrove 
with Neptune, for the Domini- 


*J For ſhe1s made the 
Daughter of Saturn, 
p-35.D. But Eſculayius 
15 made the Son of $;- 
auc,the Brother of Mz- 
ſor, whoſe Son Mercury - 
15 ſaid to have been 
Counſellor to Saturn as 
ſoon as he was come to 
Mans Eſtate, p. 35. D.. 
And the Pofterzty of the 


Dioſeuri are mide con- 


temporary with Stars 
p.37.B.Which Dioſcurz 
themſelves were Sons 
of Syduc, ard conſe- 
quently Brethren to eAſ- 
CALapHcts. w_ © 3 26, As 


- ing them. But this very pretence of a 


Multitude, 


was later than the times of 


A mulation, and yet none of thoſe Multi- 


tudes pr 


Phenician MF fculapins , 


(cems plainly 
_ Franferibed from Philo Bydlizs,and there- 


etended to have been Phenicians. © 
The paſfage of Damaſcivs concerning a 


Dimaſcvir; 
ap. 
Ph. Cod. 
CCNILL. Pe. 


fore ought not to be taken for adiſtin& 1073. 


Authority. 
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1b. p.38.D. har, 1f he were the Phenician Saturn, 
© Circumciſe himſelf, as this Author alſo 
- pretends, when it 1s ſo well known, that 

the Antient Phernicians were ſo averſe to 

It, that a long time after Abrahams death, 

they are {till ſtigmatized by the name of 

the wncircumcized Philiitines? But the 
deſign is plain. He had a mind to chal- 
lenge a Perſon of ſuch Note for his Coun- 
try-man 3. and becauſe the Story of Abra- 

© bham's making a Covenant with God by 
_ Circumciſſon, was one of the moſt memor- 
able paſſages of that Great Man's Lite , 
there he thought it fit to aſſert it to 
their Satury. And it may be the rather, 
becauſe by this time, when this work was 
Counterfeited, the Phenicians themſelves 

ſeem alſo to have received Circumciſion 

from the /Egyptians. Who knows but 

that ſuch Tales as theſe might have been 

ruſh. de FRE reaſon why Abraham was Worſhipped 
vit. Con- at Mamre, for ſome conſiderable time be- 
ſtant. 111. fore Conn5tantine who firſt forbad it, with 
53 = Idols and Sacrifices; by Gentiles as well 
Hiſt.11. 44 as ChriStians > by Phenicians as well as 
thoſe of Paleſtine and Arabia? That Hu- 

mane Sacrifices were not among thoſe as 

they are particularized by Sozomer, 

( though they were otherwiſe the pro- 

: pcreſt 
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"pſt for he Phenician vo ) thers "2 

was very good reaſon, becauſe they had 

been, long before that time, forbidden 

by Roman Laws, The Firſt Roman Law 

_ againſt them was at Rome, Ar. 1I. C.657, 

Cee. Cornelius Lentulws and P,- Licinius 

Craſſus being (') Conſuls; Aﬀer that it (* *) Plin. 

was particularly forbidden the Druids by N** _ 

(2) Tiberizs, at laſt forbidden every 

where by the Emperour (3) ) Hadrian. Cnr 

Beſides that by the account Philo Byblivs ,,. .5. 

bimſelf, as well as other Writers of Phei- 

cian affairs, grve concerning them 3 theſe 

Humane Sacrifices, by the Rules of the 

Phenicians themſelves, ſeem not to have 

been ordinary, but only reſerved for ſome 

very great diitreſs, as an expiation to that 

angry Demon. But all theſe inſtances do 

abundantly ſhew how extreamly partial 

this Author was, in adorning his own 

| Nation with the ſpoils of others. Which 

15 not reconclleable either with the Vera- 

city or Antiquity of the true Sarchonia- 

thon. Nor will any ſuppoſable miſtakes 

_ of Philoin Tranſlating him, ſerve to bring 

| him off in ſo groſs and deſigned inſtances 

concerning his Neighbours and the Þ a0ws 

| Perſons now mentioned. For they 
concern Things, not Words and Exe 

preſſuonss . Things very notorious , not 


k 3 only 


, ws ow Probable. OL ; Cmjelerd Evi- 
dence. 
- & XXIX. r nds therefore bur think 
this Author Counterfeited purpoſely with 
a deſign of confronting the Antiquity of 
the Scripture. But who was the 1-þoſtor, 


whether Philo Byblizs or Porphyry, that 


I confets 1 IR: ealily determine. I 
_ confeſs I ſhould rather charge it on Por- 
phyry, the abuſing of the Name of Philo, 
as well as that of Sanchoniaibox, were it 
not for that only Teſtimony of Athenens, 
and I have given my reaſons why ſhould 
otherwiſe have thought it improbable that 
Philo was the Author of that [ranſlatior. 

| But becauſe I cannot tell what toſay to 
that expreſs Quotation of Athereus be- 
forethe time of Porphyry, I doubt Phils 


will not eaſily be bf Al of it, For 
by bis Exceptions againſt the Teſtimony 


of Hecatexs for what he had Written in 


favour of. the Jews, That either his work 


Fung wee 1 
ang aſt haye been” counterterted 3 or if ge- 


(23) 4 nuine, that he bimſelf muſt have been. 


Rf "Ter carried away by the Plaui bility of the 


tetois m- 


ng Jewiſh pretences :' It appears that he was 


Phigo _ engaged in that 
Ar pet 518 Diſpute conemntng the 


Celſ1-p.13 Antiquit) ofthe Jews, and ENgagec | againſt 
the Jews, and therefore was a Perſon ſut- 


Wils: icntly unerclicd to {et on ſuch a ditin- 
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genuous deſign as far as his Principles 
would give him leave. And [I have al- 
ready ſhewn how far Platonical Principles 
did ſo, IfI may venture to gueſs na 
matter that affords no better Arguments | 
than gueſſes, 1 ſhould ſuſpect that Toſe- 
ps Books againſt Appior were the oc- 
caſion of engaging Philo on this Subject, 
What Joſephus had there produced inde- 
fence of the Amtiquity of the Fews, was 
very probably the mM YavoThs alluded ro by 
Philo, I cannot think any other was 
meant, becauſe Foſephys ſeems to have 
been the firi# that engaged in that Dif 
| pute, (he does not intimate in the Jealt 
that any had engaged in it before him ) 
and becauſe the tyme was fo ſhort between 
bpm Philo, that there could hard- 
ly be any new occaſion for any one elſe 
to undertake that cauſe that Foſephws had 
ſo very lately, and fo accurately defend- 
_ ed. © For Foſephys wrote hisBooks againſt 
Appion immediately after his Antiquities 
and+ his Life, 1n the Thirteenth year of 
| Domitian, becauſe he Dedicated theſcallo 
to the ſame Epaphroditus, who was put to 
Deathin the year following 3” and P-zlo 
ſeems to have written under Hari. 
Beſides the fameof Foſepnys; with all weil- 
wiſhers to Learning, and the Enynent c:- 
- TW PaCkitcs 


\ 


| pacities he ferved in, both among hisown 


_ Country-men, and in the Courts of the | 


Veſpaſians, 'added.no doubt a greater Au- 
thority to what came from. him, and re- 
commended it to the Reading of all cu- 


rious Perſons, not now to mention the 


atteſtations' of the Emperours, and of 
King Azrippa, and of other Learned Men, 
Heathens as well as others, among whom 
himſelf reckons Juliws Archelaws and He- 
C. 4p. 1.rod, And this very Teſtimony of Heca- 
1037 F- #448, Which it ſeerns ſo gravelled Philo, 


had heen produced, and infiſted on, in 
Cont. 4ppi- this very work by Joſephus. Which will 


on. L. 1p. 


"43. p. therefore make it very probable, that this 


T1.P-1o6 3 Work of Philo Byblins | againſt the Jews, 


 Þ was deſigned in anſwer to Joſephus againſt 
Appion. ” . 

 $. XXX. WHICH being ſuppoſed, I 

Cont. 4}- conſider further that Joſephus in that ſame 

oh F- Work had principally infiſted-on the Te- 

_*_ ſtimonies of Phenicians and {Egyptians, 


for proving the Aztiquity of his own Na-" 


_ tron, as of thoſe who had beſt reaſon ta 


; . - 
4 
G J » 
. d * 
y .* 
. 
, » 
od 
5 4 
” . 
TW m7 > YET EI YE OST V7 FCS OY 7 POT POET? © Ft OY A TIA | PRIN 7 AAP T WOE EG IFC OY are ns ar tro eau 1100 emo rare nuance a.” —_— x ; 
, : _ Pra KNDaA hor ue oo goreone 3% I 00s - xg K - 7 
Py , 7 he; : " w_ = - s y = _ 9 PA 6 4 as -_ we > - 4 
oy 2 . #5 i». —y UIPYRG ERIN ern ni ora AARTTrarr wad tg Dr fre 2 Nt rragaro ASST AR JEM ETAF Vt 
. g p 
* 
CURES UE AVI IP ry WES - = 
VU A RIES PS YTB TI A IT IEC ARE 7 STUNTS 1TSIr LL . V - . 
S'W2"7 TIO C4 LOR TASTY YE YE "W CUBE UII EY EE RPE PDT EEO OTB OE ET T7 i ECRECORIRE IDE Hom LO SE AND ers LAOS LD kl T v X* OY 0 
« Sy I Tl A ax 
> 
1 
* 


a 


know them ; but the Phenicians. moſt of + 


4H C. 4ppion-all, as being neareſt, Accordingly he 


1043. &, Appeals not only to their VVriters that 


$452 were extant, but their Written Recor as, 
2-P-258.F. 


Co Appion, their *Avazz2pzi, which were preſerved ta 


t- P. 1042, that Very . tune, This could not chooſe 
DEP TE | apes 


>. 


thority, But there was another. thing 
that added further to the reputation of 
the Fews about that time. Their E/eres 
had been in great reputation with as many 
as had occaſion to hear of them, asa very 
Philoſophical fort of Perſons. Pliny the Nargiſt.r. 
_ Elder had mentioned them ings re» 17: de Ab- 


ſpe, as afterwards Porphyry 
| But this concerned only their P4zloſophy 
pt living. There was alſo among them, 
_ Others wha had written Books of Philoſo- 
_ Þby, natonly Ariſtobulus the Peripatetick/ 
In the time of Ptolomens Philometor ; not 
only many others intimated, though not 
named by Philo the Jew, and Toſephur, 
MAE: £ if 


id alſo. me p 


. Wn ern, 


vie. PI h1tol. 
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Antiq. 1n 
fin. & Ant. 
xx.9.&all- 
b1 (zpe, 


( 66 "1 
_.f he : ever ; lived to finiſh that work of the 


fiments of the Jews, "0 oft 


by him, as doubt, he did not. Theſe, 
by Myſticizing the K:owsjulz of Moſes to 


a ſenſe, not very diſtant from that re- 


ceived among the wiſeſt Phzloſophers, and 


in a moſt elegant, rapturons, modith ſtyle 


C \uch was that of Philo particularly. ) 
They gained ſo much further on the good 
opmton of the wiſe ones of that Age, as 


to have their Nation, which had former. 
ly becndeſpiſed as Barbarows, now to paſs 
among the Nations which were Famous 


for Wiſlom, And'the rather becauſe this 


way of Myſticizing the Poets; for the 


Greeks:, wmto a Syſteme of Philoſophy, 
was already taken up by the Stoicks, 
and the other Degmatical Philoſophers , 


who were concerned for the defence of 


the received Religions againſt the Atheiſts 


and Epicureans, and Scepticks, who had 


taken great advantage from thoſe Fables, 
for expoſing them. Who had withall, 
been herein imitated by the fg yptians, 
who had Ategorized Iſs and Ofrris, and 


all their own moſt Antient "Viſtoriee. 


From whom the Alexandrian Jews ſeem 
willing to differ as little as was pollible. 


Proc. ad Accordingly Laertivs, who wrote not 


P. 3: De 


Jong after, takes them into that Numbers 
_ and 


% <p ro mM iſe —_—— 
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TY. "En 9 1ough on t Orig.c.Ceile 
Informations of Clearchas the Peripa- 1-p- 13: 
-C bt 1 54 $5: Euſe ProVe 
zetick. So alſo Namerizs before him. |. 
- & XXXI.” Bur there were alſo other 
things that contributed. hereunto about 
thetyme of which I am fpeaking. One, 
was the atteſtation of ſome Oracles re- 
ceived among the Heathens themſelves , 
which alfo commended them for that very 
cauſe wherein they differed from the reſt 
of Mankind. Such was that produced by - 
St. Juitin Martyr, not long after the tune 
of Philo, as given by a Fhuthes Deity to 
a Heathen Enquirer - 0 he, Ee us 246 T1 ParnZtic. 
| ( 6s auTU gant) T0 wap veiv ygncneur, Iva ouifen Þ* 15 
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God might poſhibly in this Caſe, make 
the Devil ſpeak againſt his own Intereſt, 
as he did in the cafe of Balaarmr. To the + 
lame purpoſe we have other Oracles alſo = 
owned by Porphyry, ( very probably in ap. Ft 
lis Body of Philoſophy ColleFed out of $i CO 
Oracles, ) whereof ſome might havebeen — 
Antienter than the-time of Philo Bydlixs. 
i am not concerned to Diſpute what real 
Credit thele Oracles deferved , yet cer- 
tainly 
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Philoſophers who did aGually believe them 


Divine, and that 1s all for which I am con- 
cerned at preſerit. To the ſame purpoſe, 


alſo I refer the advantageous CharaGters | 
of Abraham and Moſes, in the Orphaicks 


firſt mentioned 1n theſe firſt times of Chr:- 
 ftianity. And as Orphers had Jas. the 
Feathens the Reputation of a Sacred and 


Inſpired Perſon, ſo his word muſt have | 
been reverenced. by them all, but parti- 

_ cularly by the /&gypriars, and the Dil- 
ciples of Mercury, becauſe he was taken | 
for a great promoter of their Ph;loſophy, 


But there was yet a further-reaſon that 
might peculiarly recommend him to the 
tEg yptians. That is, that he was, by 


ſome Traditions, received by Perſons of 


great Authority among themſelves, pre- 
tended to have been a Sacred Perſon to 
the Deity of Hel:opolis., So Cheremn, a 


_ Ap. Jojiph. Tegongapuard's lnmfelft * makes Joſeph and 


Cont, Appi- 


en. L.1. Pp. Moſes allo tO have DCEn [Egyptian lep:y2p- 
1057. B. paris, 1N the ſame Notion as the Jews allo 


11:n:th had their Sacred Scribes, And Manetho 
ap. 7oſepb. a High PriesF and Scribe, alſo had deli- 
MM} vered the ſame concerming Moſes, that 


1053 A. & bis {Egyptian name was Oſarſyph, and that 


_ 20:4 A. he was called fo from Ofiris, $01 read 


1953: 


, 


> 
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— very powerful recommendations to thoſe 


Us 
"Omg:os 


I 'Ogleeas T ather-than. 'Oclaws the God. of EE Ee a Ra 
Heliopolis to whom he was Prieſt, The —ooo—=— 
occalion of pretending this concerning 
Joſeph, might poſſibly be his Marrying 
the Daughter of Potipherah Prieſt of Oz, 
which by the Greek Interpreters and De- puneriue 
metrins, was rendred *Hairous, Con- IP: Exch: 

: : . _—. Ch EV1%- 

cerning Moſes, poſhibly it was his skill in z,, 

_ all the Learning of the /Egyptians, that 

which was (!) Sacred as well as other (.) Fi. 

| ſorts, which they might think he could Jo Lib.r. 

_ never have got in ſuch PerfeQion, if him- p. $05. B- 

ſelf had not been a Sacred Perſon. It is $inma4s, 

- No matter how far they were miſtaken in 343. C. D. 
_ believing ſo concerning him. Their actual 
believing fo, is ſufficient for my purpoſe, 

to make them entertain a great reverence 
for his Philoſophy. 0s 
$. XXXlI. ACCORDINGLY there was 

_ about that time a Sect of the P/zloſophers 
themſelves, that began to take notice of 
thoſe Myſtical Expoſitions of the Law, 
and to produce them with reſpect as Ar- 
thoritics, with honourable mention of 

Moſes under the Titles of Legiſlator and 
Prophet. A name not unuſual to them 
among the other Oriextals that were 
Famous for Wiſdom, but particularly 
uſed among the Phenicians and /Eg ypri- 
ans, and very properly belonging to him 


as 


E mn; adv. azaSorijeor Prieſt. 0 pl bars 
= that inveterate ons wy, Mo oooitiong? 


> 


_ Hiſt. takes notice of them, as they who had led 


wel ge 


our Chriſtian Origen the way in his A/ego- 
rical Expoſitions. For ſuch he reckons 
Numenivs, Cronivs, Apollophanes, Lonei- 
 2#us, Moderatws, Noromarhee: Cheremon 
and Cornutys, Thele did not 'only tol- 
low the way of Alegori iZing, 10 turning 
_ the Heathen Theogonyes into Mystical 
Senſes, as 'appears in the work cll EX-. 
tant of Cornutas, on that Subject. That 
was not new. The Stoicks whom both 
Corautas and Cheremon tollowed , had 
begun that long before. They alſo fol- 
| lowed the Alegorizing Jews, in allowing 
the Authority of Moſes, in quoting him 
by the name of 5 Ne:27ms only, which I 
think is not uſual with any but thoſe A/e- 
* gorical Writers, Thus Numenius, with 


—_ , Whom it was very ordinary. Thas Lon: 


De antr. 


2inu 1m that only work which 1s extant 
of his, He "1485s Andno doubtit would 

have appeared concerning more of them, | 
it they had been extant. Nay thus even 
alterwards (when the rancours of the 
Philoſophers themſelves againſt the Scri- 
ptures were grown higher |) Porphyry 
mmſelt, and Chalcidivs, who 1s theretore 
by ſome Ic conlidering Perſons miſtaken 


for 


hs ied 

vB $oIpdx;, 5 
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IHE 
1_for a Chriitian, who yet pre- |. I ; 
ſumes tc to confate” (5 his Ppro-—<E? ie_gechons. © S——_ 


among thoſe who make 
phet where he difſents from matter to have a begin- 


him, though he.do it indeed, ning. 25 [1 prrnrt - 
as became the time he lived in, Joynshimſelfwich thoſe 
when the Empire was Chriſtian, who os ic Eternal. 
_ P.376. 401. 409. 410. 
with civility and great reſpeCt. $"3.4e his faying + 
And the firſt of theſe which are concerning Moſes, di- 
mentioned by Porphyry will, in 77" «Jett, Vlinty 
all tkelyhood, be earher than implies, that Pf gens 


_ Philo By bliue. So will Apollo- believe him fo inſpired 


himſel{yar thathe on! 
phanes, | he were theſame who proc jane: ohggers 


_ was meant by the Counterfeiter Senſe of others. 
of the Works now extant un- 
 derthe name of Dionyſ#ws the Areopagite, 
whois there made to obſerve the Eclipſe 
at "our. Saviours Death at Heliopolis 1n 
/Egzpt 5 and if that otherwiſe Learned 
Impoſtor havebut obſerved the due deco- 
rum of time. Much more, if he were the 4th». De- 
Stoick, mentioned by Athenens, but un- 'p _ = 
der the corrupt name of Aphanes, as con- ne. in La- 
temporary with Eratoithenes, and Fellow- <h -_ OY 
Diſciple with him to AriStor Chime: and © 
ſome of his Companions 4n- this paſſage of 
Porphyry were Stoicks, as Cornutus and 
 Cheremon. So will Namenizs, it it were 
to him that Apol/orzs Tyanews wrote that 
Diſcourſe, whereot we have a Fragment 


in Stobews SO will allo Cronins for the Rk 
{ume : 


Jon po > - raTe; 


- De Antr. 
| P.'2 03, 
To him 
Perſtus 
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fame reaſon, whom Porphyrize al 
"to have been "Ermiy©, a rend and ac- 
quaintance of Nameniss. SO was Anne- 


#5 Cornutus certainly, and Cheremon the 


- writes Sar. Stoick, contemporary with Martial under 
V. Lib-x1. Domitiar, who muſt yet have been old 


Ep. 58. 
Nat. Quaſl 


- atthat time, 1f 1t were his Book de Comets 


L.,VII.CS» which was mentioned by Seneca. And he Is 


' 4p. C Cell 


i Þ- 4 Jo 


In E; ſeb, ; 


certainly quoted by Joſephus. 

- SC. XXXIIL Bur there was alſo another 
occaſion about this time, which made the 
Jewiſh Kioyeyvie more taken notice of. 
Which, though it ſeems indeed to have 
proceeded from this, yet recommended 
t farther, to- many who knew nothing of 
the favourable eſteem the forementioned 
Philoſophers had for the Fewiſh Philoſophy 
it ſelf That - is, that 1t was about this 
time, taken into the pretended Philoſophy 
of the Egyptian Hermes, The name of 
Hermes had indeed been mentioned by 
many Kuthors before the coming of our 
Saviour. His P:/ars alfo are ſaid to have 


) 


 61:Þ:6. been conſulted by Manetho for compiling 


his Hiſtory, But for any Philoſophical 


| Diſcourſes publiſhed under his name, fuch 


as the Poemander and Aſclepius now ex- 
tant, ſuch as were many more now loſt, 
but mentioned by the Aztierts, I believe 
there can be no Teſtimomes PRs 
muc 


Coe «©. $% a — > fag 
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not as 


It as extant in the common Greek, Cha- 
raer as well as Tongue. And yet they 


could, hardly have been much later, con- 
ſidering that . St. Ju3#in Martyr quotes 
them about the time of Antoninus Panr, 


_ asalſo his Contemporary Apulei 


#5, it the 


Latin Tranſlation of Aſclepius be his, 


conſidering withall , that (2) 
Platarch allo mentions them ; 
an Author undoubtedly equal, 


1t not Antienter than Phzlo By- 


blizs ; that (2?) /Elian does 1o 
who lived under Hadr:an,Con- 
temporary with Philos conlt- 
dering alſo that before them, 
the /Egyptian Hereticks,the Ba- 
ſilidians eſpecially, and the Va- 
| lentinians, made als of many 
_ of his Notions. Now thoſe 
 Hereticks are generally by the 

conſent of Antiquity , ſaid to 


(*) De Ifid. & Ofirid. 


*'Ey F o% Eeps As 29+ 
utvais BiCaous taeen 


Mega van Kcp.375-b.. 


(:)He quotes v 6191 77v- 

Ts Eevs Þ apiofuT ds. 
Tlw concerning the 
marks of Apz, probably 
out of thoſe Two and 
Forty Myſ{ical Books of 
Hermes, Which contain- 


ed the Rituals of the 
 eAigyptian Prieſts, men- 


tioned by Clemens Alex- + 


- andrinus,unleſs poſſibly 


he did nor mean a Book, 


bur a-Tradition Father- 


ed upon Hermes, hike 


L—- <A 


have nifen about the time of thoſe mentioned by | 


Hadrian. But our moſt Learned 
Biſhop of Chefer * thinks them 


Manttho, 


Antienter, to whom I refer the Reader 


for ſatisfaction that defires it. 


However, 


| the Author from whom they borrowed 


] their Hereſies, ſhould in all reaſon, be 
than they, 


ſome while Antienter 
: 7 F 


And 
from 


__SRRT_C_——— 
Som him it. is moſt likely that the Valen- | 
© tinians took their Ogdoas, and the Buſi- 


| lidians their Magical Practices, that 1 


may not now deſcend to a more parti- | 


cular Paralle], 'Nor yet can I think, as 
the Learned Caſaubor does, that' any Chri- 
3H7ay ( even of thoſe Hereticks ) coun- 


terfeited him. There are ſuch other marks 


Paemand. 
© 3 26 


: Jo. Ce 3:17, 


in him, that the Author was indeed a 
Heathez, He calls the Sun the greatesf 
God of thoſe that are in Heaven, to whom 
all the ' Heavenly Gods pay reſpe#, as to 


their King and Potentate, And he elſc- 
where mentions the Gods appearing 77 


the Stars. That he ſhould call the Sz 


God, might indeed ſeem agrecable to the 


Baſilidian Hypotheſis, who made Abraxas 
thei, Þut that he ſhould allow all the 


_ Stars for Geds allo, ſeems more than any 


De Mund. 


Opif.p.s.E — ” } 
FP” totr iegerar®, Theſe 'aiarret © were 


no doubt the Stars. However there were 
many more things extant then, £6 
Eent-\ 


ably 


time of Philo «Aon which did u 


Chriitiancould grant, © Yet even this Ex- 
prefiion the Hel/eniſtical Jews did not. 
Crate So Philothe Few, ſpeaking con- 


ccrning the Creation of the Heavens , 
ſayes, that it ought: therefore to be cre- 


atcd firſt, and of the pureſt part of Matter, 


Atm Ocav dgdaray Te &) daionTwy zine in 
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ably prove the Author to have been 2a 
Heather, Such were thoſe Books men- 
tioned by Clemens Alexandrinus, where- grom. vie 
in all the whole Order of the /Egyptian p. 533. 
Worſhip was particularly preſcribed, by 
which their Idolatrous Prieſts 1n thoſe 

HEY Were gmndged, 

$. XXXIV. YET though the Author 

_ of theſe Counterfeited works, pretending 
tothe nameof Hermes were a Heather, L 

muſt withall grant, that the great Perſon A S- 
now mentioned, had an occaſion for mi- | 
{taking him for a Chriſtian, from thoſe _ 
frequent alluſions to the Old Teitament 
Scriptures, which he had obferved in him. 

But I have already {ſhewn another way 

how thele Alluſpons, not exprels Cuotati- 

075, might have been uſed by a Heathen 

of that Age. That is, that the Coun- 
terfeiter of them, might have been one. 

of that Set of Philoſophers, who had, as 
| has been ſhewn, takenin the Jewiſh Phi- 
| /oſophy into theirs, from the Writingsof 

Philo and ſuch others as had recommen- 
ded it to them, by their Myſtical Expoſs- 
tions of it, Accordingly, their Quotatt- 
ons of the Scriptures themſelves, are ge- 
nerally at the Second hand, as they found 
them already produced by fuch Writers 

as they: dealt with, not mentioning, or — 

2 = as 


"- 
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but.very rarely, either Book or Author, 
as in! all likelyhood they would, if they 
had taken them immediately from the 


Originals. And thisParty was more like- | 


ly to propagate among the Egyptians, 
( ſuch as theſe undoubtedly were who 
Forged the Works of Hermes,) becauſe 
the Alexandrian Jews were molt Famous 
both for Numbers and Learning, above 
any oftheir Nation in any other Colony 
had multitudes of their Phzloſophical 


 Effenes, and-a flouriſhing Temple _—_ 


them to the days of Veſpaſtan 3 and did, 
no doubt, ſuit their notions as near, as 


" Truth would give them leave, to the 


Ap. Euſth. 
Pr. Ev. XV- 


 - 


received Dofdrines of the /Egyptians,which 
were very plauſible recommendations to 
them. And when it had thus got into 
the Hermetical Philoſophy, by this means 
It was unawares inf{inuated into thoſe who 
were moſt averſe either to the Jewiſh or 
the Chrijtzan Religion, who yet had a_ 
great Veneration for the Pkiloſophy, as 
was pretended, of the Anticent and Deift- 
ed Hermes. Longinus was one of them, 
who yet wrote againſt the Chriitzans. 
And Porphyry another, who yet was one 
of the greateſt Adverſaries, perhaps, that 
the Chriſtians ever had. And this was 


the more likely to prevail among them, 


when 


L 5 FOILED III ERNIE MWUBEARROTNTYT- <5 Jy, 
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when Moſes himſelf was taken for one of 
' their own Prieſts, and that of Heliopolis, 
| where thoſe very Pillars are pretended 
to have been, from whence the Dodrine 
of Mercury was pretended to have been 
Collected, the cuſtody of which muſt, by 
their cuſtoms, been properly his Province 
as a Prieff, So that on this account, they 
might preſume his Doctrine to have been 
theſame withthat of Mercury. But how 
much more might they prelumeit, it they 
took his Perſon to have been the ſame 
allo? - And ſome of them were of that 
opinion , if we may believe Artapanus. 
ThisI take to be a more likely account, Lal. Pr. ” 
how Scripture Notions got among the Phi- ix, 27. 
loſophers, than the common miſtaken 
pallige « concerning Ammonivs and the 
i:e2 hielo, IT am ſure it agrees much 
better both with Hiſtorical Truth and Ex- 
periments than the other, however it has 
had the Fortune to take among Learned 
men. | 
$. XXXV. Toreturn therefore to Philo 
Byblias, this Itake to be the moſtlikely 
F. "vi of his for ing the whole Hiſtory of 
his pretended | 2. Poe any He was, 
no = asa Phenician, zealouſly con- 
cerned for the honour of his Country. . 
Nay his concernment for his own City 


F223” Byblos 


REM 


De | moo TILT ants Er rin 


fe £ A it ſhould never hv been men- = 
maT, tioned 1n the Scriptures before the times 


FEALY TT. C 


.473) of the Prophets, where notwithſtanding 
TT $0 many other Phenician Cities are 7 
£127. aP- frequently mentioned. The 721 in Jo- 
Ez \*b. Pr. 

E».1.10. p. #4 ſeems to be rather from Gabalaa City 
37-A.and of Phenicia, diſtin from Byblos, Ptolomy 


from him 


Stephan and Gamala | - Pliny. This very thing i 1s 
: 2 > wasto ſay Ra 4 but what Philo By blixs 
would have him, "that though we Fave 
ſeen him lo full of a partial deſgr tor the 
honour of his Country ; and though we 
have ſeen him guilty of 10 many 7nſtances 
of notorious d:/genuity 1m that regard 3 
_ and though this pretence concerning 3y- 
blos, appears, from the Srittande. 1 
| ſcription of Phevicia, to have been as __ 
 groundleſs a fiFion as any he had been 
guilty of: Yet he ſhould yield to the In- 
tereſt of Phzlo, ahd make his Byblos a 
more Antent City even than his own 
| beloved Berztus, when he mizhe with as 


much groun: x have preter reed his own City 
before it. Thename of Berytzs does cer- 
tamly better reſemble a Phoenician Origh- 
nal than that of B3blos, Philo therefore 


being 


079). 


—+elng ths concerned z i being, byt his: LS 

- concernment , prompted to fay” many—————--.... 
things both new and falſe.and whichcould © - 

Not be made appear from any Monuments 

as yet producedz thought himſelf there- 

tore obliged to pretend ſome new means 

"Of Liformation for his pretended Sarcho- 

miathon, 1n ſuch matters as he was to de- 

liver without any known Authority of 

extant Authors. And becauſe he knew 

the Thrian Records and Inſcriptions had 

been ſearched and publiſhed before ; he 

therefore makes his Sarchoniathon to en- 'E4 # = x7 

- quirealſo into the Records and Inſcriptions 79% +- 

of the other particular Cities. This ſeems to 70, oc. 

have been his Artifice to recommend ?:phyr-ap- 

what he had to ſay in favour of his own £7 9. 

City, in oppoſition to the other Citics of 31. 

Phenicia, or in favour of his Country , 

In oppoſition to ſuch Countries as had 

not Authority of their own Records to 

oppoſe againſt him. 

os XXNVI BuT theſe were not the 
only Adverſaries againſt whom his Ambt- 

_ tion had engaged him 1n this Work, He 

ſeems alſo in this very Work to have had a 

particular delign upon the Jews. One 

whole Book of this work . ſeems to have 

related to them in particular, For that 

very | lame paſlage concermag Aoranazzt's 


t 4 Sacrt- 


I X 
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\() 


Pr. Ev "a  Sacrificing T aac, which Euſebizs I&atee... | OR 


vgs 


"from the wn of "Philo Tie) 'IsNwwy that 


Pr. Ev. iv. he produces elſewhere from the Firit 


15, P- 156. Book of his Phenician Hiſtory. 


D, 


2 Thus it appears from 


5 abrupt beginnings of ma- 


y of -Phils's Works, that 


they weredeſigned to conti- 


 nue others,though of different 
Titles. So St. Lukes Tlewr © 
Aly © was his Goſpel , his 
Second is TIegges F T Arm 
 Nawy, Written, no doubt at 


the ſame rime, and intended 


10 continue the ſame Hiſtory 
where his Goſpel left it. So 
7oPphus after his Antiquities, 
1 nmediately ſubjoyned his 
Lifz, (as his already been 
bbſerved by the moſt Lear- 


ned Dr. aac Voſſins) and 


afrer his Liſe his Books againſt 
Appion, yet ſoas that his Life 
and his Two Books againſt Ap- 
-;0n kept their diftintTitles, 
rO00e ever ' mentioning any 
yore than Twenty Books of 
6 1s Antiquities, excepting 
:7rodore, who reckons Two 
" twenty, DzvV. Left. C19. 
orga the Two odd Boobs 
re rhoſeiagainſt 4ppion. So 
wa «t 1t ſeems his Life, though 
3:1ded as an Appendix to his 
7 wenticth Book, yer did not 
: creaſe rhe Number. So T12- 
*",,1,15 Antiochings's Th:id 


By this 


it ſhould ſeem, both that the proper Tztle of 


the Firi#f Book was con- 


cerning the Jews, (as many 
(*) Inſtances might have 


been given of ſuch proper 


Ttles of Parts of larger 


Works 1n thoſe times,) KN 


that this Book diſtinct from 


Philos Preface, was reckon- 


ed as the F irſt Book. which 


would again confirnr what 
I ſaid before to reconcile 
Euſebins, who reckons Nine 
Books of this Phenician Hi- 
{tory with: Porphyry, who 
reckons only Eight, that 
this Firſt Book, was taken 
into the Number of the 


whole Work by Enſebivs , 


but left out by Porphyry, 


becauſe it had a diStin& Ti- 


lebyit ſelf, Unle poſſi- 


bly the ſame Baya the 

Fi Book of the Phenici- 

2u Hiſtory, were quoted 

vY Phile\n that other hee" 
®) 


a. 


a © Wm 


-.Of his concerning the, Jews, Book 44 Autole. 


was not 


tor I confeſs there is ſome NT 
difficulty in making them 
the ſame. However, for the 
preſent, ſuppoſing that he 
deſigned one Book, princt- 
pally to give anaccount of 
Jewiſh Afﬀairs 3 and that he 
had withall, a farther deſign 
of arrogating the principal 
Ornaments of their Nation 
to his own, (of which his 


ent to render him ſuſpjci- 
ous, though he had no par- 
ticular Book of this that 
bore ſucha Title) and that 
| he knew that an account 
trom Phenician Records 
here, would not be taken 
for ſufficient to confront 
their own fo much better , 
and more Authentick Teltt- 
monies concerning them- 
ſelves, c{pecially when con- 
firmed with ſuch a concur- 
rence of Teſtimonies of 0- 
ther Nations, Phanicians as 
well as others, as he had: 


(cen produced by Joſephs: 


other Work is alone ſuftict- 


Book as it is now, but by a 
proper Title, Liber de Tempo- 


ridus ad Autolyc.- as appears 


from Lattantius, Div. Inſt. |, 
23. and it plainly begins with 
a new addreſs, as if defigning 
a new Argument. So Cle- 
mens Alexanarinus's Protrep<- 
tick, Pedagogus and Stroma- 
ters carry on the ſame deſign. 
So Euſebzus's Book De Marty 
ribus Paleſtine plainly con- 
nefts with the end of the 
Eighth Book of his Eecleſaaſtie 
cal Hiſtory, yer ſo as not to 
diſturb the account of his 


Ten Books of that whole work. 


So the ſame Euſebzus's Three 


Books againſt Marcellus An- 


cyranus , and Two De Ec- 
cleſfiaſiica Theologia belong 
plainly ro the (ame work. 
So the Seven Books of Lattans 
tius of Divine Inſittutions , 
have every one of them di- 
ſtiaQ Tzcles. But the inſtance - 
of the Books of Lucifer Calari- 


 tanus 15 moſt remarkable. 


They were all defigned as 
parts of the ſame work, writ- 
ren continuedly, and intend- 
ed to@be preſented at the 
ſame time to the Emperour 


' Conſtantius. Yet no continu- 


atzon of:-any one numer of 


Boobs, or Title. There are 


Two 1n defence of 4thana/- 
us, one Be Regious Apoſtatices, 
another De non conventevdo 
ci Heret:r:s, another Dy 9% 


There- 


(of) 


x CO ERR. CNTR 
! qd mw 


a $4r20190 in Dit delingunti- 
'* bus, and laſtly, one Deco quad 
moriendum fit pro Det filio, 1 

have been the more particular 
1n theſe inſtances, becauſe as 
the Obſervations are uſeful, 
ſo I have not found them 


thought it fit His Fi erg 
athon (hould live in the time 
of Abibalas the Father of | 


th. 
.Therefore...1t. may... be... hel 


that Hiram, whoſe time 


commonly taken notice of, was the higheſt Period of 
any Phenician leſtimo- | 
nies, yet. _ produced concerning Jewiſh || 


Afﬀairs. 
$. XXXVII. This time he makes either 
equal, or a little before the Deſtruction of 


Troy, when he makes his Author equal to | 


OCmiramis, W ho was, as he tells us, either 
equal, or alittle before that War. Which 
yet is not ſo to be underſtood, as if he 
had fixed this time by the Age of Semira- 
27:is, No, -he would have his Abibalys 
_ equal with her, Whoſe Husband Nznys 
was taken, as1 fad, for the utmoſt Period 
of Heathen Hiſtory. But the fixation of 
this time, was from the time of Abibalas, - 
and that Abibalus no other than the Fa- 
ther of Hiram. His time indeed, accor- 
ding to the account that had already been 
_ given from the Thrian Records by Me- 


ander Epheſyzs, will agree with what is | 


ſaid concerning the War of Troy. For 
from the Twelfth of Hiram, concurrent 
with the Fourth of [ras wherein the 
1 le was begun, to the building of 

Carthage 


Fo £=mn7 Car thage.by Dide-ax erecke Ly en {ne Hang... tO GE TEES TT = $4 HER 
dred forty three years and Fight Months, 

_ by Joſephs from Menander. If _ BN 
therefore Dido received FEneas f OSS - 
coming from Troy,as Virgil and apud £4. Pr. Ev.X.13. 
his Authors will have 1t (as un- ' pra 4 air an 

_ doubtedly ſo exact a Man as 


| | a> of that ſame Numher 
| he had Authors for what he ſaid, from the ſame Autho- 


F : *1_ Tity15to be corretted 
and there 1s nothing ſo certain L.1it. ad Auto!yc. Cxlitt. 
ly agreed among Authors con- forcxxxiv.And Laitan- 
cerning the building either of ?# whoutuallyfollow- 


. x ed Theophilus in his 
C ar thage Or Rome to contradict ton Cxl. neg- 


It) Saxchoniathon muſt then letting theſmaller num- 
| have been ſo much and-more P*: P9171. 8. 
(as contemporary, not with *0: t7%roy yeiroe 
Hiram, but Abibalys )before the 4 = of nies ow 
War of Troy, as Porphyry him- 5. 9x45. p 31.0. 
ſelf does exprefly place him. - 
Which there would yet have been more 
pretence for with them who had followed 
the account of Appiar, who makes the ve- $22": . 
ot. , unic. init; 
ry building of Carthage to have bcen Fifty 
years Elder thanthe Deſtruftion of Troy. 
[ doubt not but it wasa great miſtake, but 
I am only concerned to {hew what ac- 
__ count, right or wrong, they might have 
_ followed who made him Elder than the 
War of Troy. But if this fame number 0£7 
_ One hundred forty three years and Eight 
Months was the diſtance between the War . 


of 


Lo 
i 
& 

J 


 _ Num,Eyſeb 


_—_ 


dap 'Exſebius does conceive , then it will fol- 
jo | | 


| low that he was about the time of that 
War. And to this exaQtly agrees theac- | 
Memandir count of the ſame Memander and Lt, 


EP ( the Publiſher and Tranſlator of Mochws, 


Strom. 1, ypſecrates and Theodotws) who make 


P- 326 Merelans put in at Phenicia in his return 
from Troy in the time of Hiram. This ' 
1 take to bethe true account of this doubt-. ] 


ful diſ-junGion concerning this time, be- 
cauſe it 15 ſo very agreeable with the then 
extant Phenician Authors. As for the 


making Sarchoriathon equal with Semira-. 


is, as It was indeed done very unskil- 
fully ; ſoitſceems (as1 ſaid) tohavebeen 
with a deſign to put him beyond all poſl1- 
bility of conviction by difterent Authors, 
_ making him hereby ſo far ſuperior in time 
| to any Kecords that might pretend to ri- 
valhim, as that he mutichavebeen equal 
to the #t1057 Period of time, that they 
pretended with any confidence to give 
any account of, | 


o 
- 


$ XXXVIIL AND having placed him 


thus high, he was in courſe obliged to de- 
rive his Means of Information yet higher. 
But being to give an account of Fewiſh 


Atiairs, upon the Credit (as I faid) of | 
Jewiſh Teſtimonies, yet very different | 


from 


andthe buiiding-of Carihdge; as 1 


a3 - 


_ fo! 
| ceived among the Jews themſelves 3 he 
| was therefore obliged to bethink himſelf 
of ſome Fewiſh Name to Father his Re- 
cords upon, of whoſe Writings the Jews 
themſelves had never heard. And the 
| reaſons, why he was to make hima PrzesF, 
| might be of two ſorts: That he _— 
hereby recommend his Authors Cred7t , 
| becauſe thoſe moſt Antient accounts of 
things were generally, as we haveſeen, de- 
rived from Jacred [eriptions in Temples, 
pretended alſo to have been written either 
in Hieroglyphicks, or Sacred CharaFers, 
to which as the Prieſts were ſuppoſed to 
| have the eaſieſt acceſs, ſo they were alſo, 
by thoſe Mytical InitruGions which they 
were obliged to know as Prieits, beſt 
_ qualified for underſtanding them : And 
that he might alſo give an account why 
ſuch unbeard-of Writings might have been 
ſo long concealed from Vulgar knowledg, 
| becauſe being Sacred, and written by a - 
_ Sacred Perſon, they might have been kept 
within the Adyta, only among the Prieſds, 
which might alſo give an account how 
they might afterwards 22iſcarry, before 
the pretended Sarchoniathon was to ap- 
_ pear to quote them, though they might 
| have been ſuppoſed really extant when 
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Accordingly, whoever of the 


ener MICA 
them. 


Philoſophers, made 1t his buſineſs to en- 


quire irito the Mozaments of any place, 
whether HiStorical, or Philoſophical,made 


his addreſſes to the Przes#s of the place , 

whole Artiquities he was defirous to 

- 7andlich. learn. So Pythagoras in Pheniciato the. 
devit. Py- Prophets the Poſterity of Mochus.in Egypt 


: »; wy Py to the Heliopolitanve, Memphitane and 
thaz. Plu- Dioſpolitane Priests, particularly to Oenu- 
tarch. Solon 


"14, PRYs Or Pſenphis, and perhaps Sonchzs 3 
& 0fit. Solot and Tycurgar, but particularly S0- 


Clem. A. loz, to theſame Prieifs now mentioned ; 
LEudoxws to Chonuphis, and Plato to Sech- * 


Strom). I. 
P. 393: - 
*  auyphis. And for Plato, on occaſion of 


his Story.of the Iſland Atlantis, and the 


Exploits - of his own Country-men the 


 Athemansagainſt them, for which he was - | 


beholden, not to any Athenian Monu- 
ments. but-only to thoſe pretended to by 
the | /Eeyptian Saitane Prieſts: So he 
thought himſelf concerned, as well as he 
\ ..__ could, to defend'their Credit, and to do 
In7:n.1nit. lt by theſe degrees. 


was only a matter of Secular Hiſtory, yet 
for the better recommendation of it, he 

refers, not to Secular, but Sacred Record-. 

| Next he afligns theſe Sacred Writings, as 
was undoubtedly molt proper,. to, the 
= cuſtody 
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Colle his Obſervations from | 


Firſt, though this 
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| &1 f the Prieſts, Th infinu. =_— 
ſtody of the Prieſts. Then he inſinu- 
4 ; 


ates a Recommendation .of the Credit of 

their Prieſts, beyond any of other places = 

that might. be oppoſed to them, from the | 
particular conveniences they enjoyed, 
above others, for addichng themſelves 

wholly to the employment of their own. 
Profetſion,; and their unmixedneſs with 

the Prophane "hey at Accordingly they - 

who, before Sanchoniathor, pretended to 
Publiſh their own Records, were gene- | 

rally Prieits. So was Beroſis and Mane- ay. exp; 
tho, and Cheremon. And Manethoaſlumes Chr: Gr. 
the Title in the very Dedication of his® - 
Work, asif 1t were purpoſely to add the 

oreater credit to his performance... And. 
though the Fews pretended to no ſuch 

Sacred Pillars or Inſcriptions; nor ever 

kept their Sacred Books fo reſerved from 

| the Vulgar, either m Sacred unknown 

| Charaters, or by laying them up in the. 
Adyta; yet becauſe it was faſhionable, 

they alſo inſiſted on the ſame way of de- 
tending their own Records againſt the 
 Heath:ns' who contradifted- them. So =» 
Joſephus alſo reaſons. / He alſo derives his 307-#th 
Information fromthe Sacred Records of his p. 1035. 
own Nation, He makes the preſerving 

theſe Records the peculiar Province of 

their Prieifs, Heinliſts on the ſame Yna- 
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 ficationsof their Priei?s,which Platd hid: 
uſed before him, their Separation from 
Secular Employments, and their #nmix- 
edneſs with Vulgar Aﬀinities. -. And as of- 
ten as he has occaſion to vindicate his ow 
Credit , exther againſt Juſt#s Tiberienſes, 
or the then Geztz/eAuthors who had given 
other accounts of the Fewiſh War, than he 
had done, though this were not a Subject 
wherein he J's pretend any Sacred Re- | 
cords, yet ſtill he inſiſts on this Topick of 
 - his bang a Przei# for Vindicating his own 
dniq xv Hiſtorical Credit againſt them. - So that 
| Eccont.4p- tfOM hence the Learned Bochart might 
pion. L. 1. have ſeen a very uſeful reaſon why Saz- 
_ Þ:1035:4. cboriathorr, when he makes his Hiero- 
baal not only a Few, but a Pries?, ſhould 
alſo underſtand the name Prie3# in the. 
Sacred and Popular ſigniificatton. SHIM 
& XXXIX. AND havingthus made him 
a Jew and a Prieſt, it followed farther, 
that he was to be made a Prieit of the God 
of the Fews. But Jao ( which 1s the ſame 
name with Jevo, and 1s read for it1n this 
Tieodort. ſame paſlage of Porphyry concerning Sar- 
Therap-ll- ,4,ziathon, as we have it in Theodoret ) 
1s the name by which the God of the Jews 
was known among the Heathens, even. 
Bibliothec. before the time of Phzlo Byblins. Diodo- 
Li rw Siculwinthe time of 4ngui7us, had 
OT exprelly 
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TS  -- __ : 
expreſly made Jao to be the God" from 
whom Moſes, as he would have it 'be- 
heved , pretended to have received his 
Lavs. And it may alſo hence be con- | 
jetured why he pitched on Gideon tas 
ther thari any other on whom he was to 

Father his Forgeries. He defignedly 
chooſes to call him by his Szr-rzame of 

 Hierombaal, rather than his Original name 
of Gideon, poſſibly becauſe it was the 
Faſhion, as on other occaſions; ſo onthe 
undertaking the office of u Prieſt, for 
thoſe Orientals, to change their 2ames, as 
one Ceremony of their Conſecration. Thus 
Joſeph, whom they made a "Ieeopapmards, 
had the /Egyptian ame given tim of 
Pſonthom-phanech mn the Scripture, bat 
Peteſeph in Cheremons Moſes ' 0k © 
that- of Oſerſiph in Manetho , - Garmin ap. Toth c 

| Tifithen in Cheremon, Joarhinsg, 0 105700 
bur eſpecially Melch: with the «pb ap. Maneth. fol 
Myite 1n Clemens Alexandri: > +1 ap yds oy 

pa AP. - Che 
#5. And this mightallo have Joſh. ib. p, 1057. B. 
been the reaſon why Nebuchad- Trachim. & Malchi afrer 

_ nezzar changed the #ames of his Aſſumption into 

| Daniel and the Three Children Meaven.Clin. Alexandr, | 
— "—_ Strom. 1. p. 343-G © 
when he had given them up to x 
the Inſtitution of - the Chaldears who 
were reputed Sacred among them. And 

_ . upon thisaccount, as 1 faid, he might the 

| | G rather 


d 
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 rathermake a Priei# of: Gideon, becauſe 
there 1s none of the ZFudges but he.that 
has any imore than one name given him 
inthe Scripture, But inſiſting on his Au- 
thority as 2 Prieſt, he might think it more 
converyent to call him by «his Myſtzcal 
»ame, rather than by that by which he 
was commonly known. Beſides who 
knowsbut he might purpoſely pitchupon 
the name 'I:eufzex that the very name 
might {eem to the Greeks, ( for whom 
be defigned his pretended Tranſlation, ) 


_ toimply his being a *1z94; 2 There are in- 


numerable examples of the like abſurd 
Etymologies of words of other Tongues, 


eſpecially among Myſtical Writers of all 


forts, both Fews and Gertiles, from Greek 
- Originals, which yet generally prevailed. 


How much more eafie was it for him to 


impoſe on them in a Tongue ſo little un- 
_ derſtood by them as the' Hebrew or Pu- 
zick> They themlelves.took a Liberty of 
doing it, when they had a mind to prove 
their, own. Fi&:ons from ſuch 1gnorant 


Etymologies. Thus Lyſemachus 


Ayſimach. ap. Joſep" proved that the Jews had built 
CONt, APP40ns Ts Is Po | « . 4 | | : 
1058. G. So Eupolemus | their City Hreruſalen & with 
 derivesHirroſolyma qui. theSacrilegions\poils of all other 
_ Jemples and Altars they met | 
- . : With 1n their way from the | 
Hs < Rs ..._.. 
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gather a thing he was ſo wilhng ſhould 
prove true from the very Hebrew name 
of Gidcon? It may be he might think 1t 
to have ſome affinity with the YT ren- by ona 
dred by the LXXII. tran? and Te6aT0 Magi. "x 
o:iro,which none can doubt to have been c.2.% B«x- 
proper to the Superſtitious Prief?-hoods of '*!: 
thoſe times, of which kind it 15 moſt hke- 
ly this Heathen would make that of Gr- 
deons, As for the Letter G, where it 
ſtands for y, there it is frequently neg- 
leted, and even where it ſtands for 1, 
as it does here, yet 1t is ezfily changed for 
another Letter of the ſame Orgar, as ? is. 
But, if we muſt needs take in the 1, yet 
be might poſſibly collect the ſame from 
y713 the root of py7T2. If it ſignifie to 
_ deftroy, weknow the Sacrifices were Syms 
bols of deitruion, either as acknowledg- 
ed due for paſt crimes, or asimprecated_ 
in caſe of any new violation of Fazth for 
- the future, as in thoſe which were uſed 
in the making of Covenants. accoramety 
the word J:5070udy 1s uſed fot deftrufion, 3 Math 
no doubt in alluſion to the &#7iwe which 70. 
were cut into two pieces for the Covenanters 
| +0 pals through. . But if it {ignifie to di- 
- vide, thatis yet moſt properly the Prieits 
REST ESO © 


MO 


— 


_» 
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az.» 1n the Apoſtle, applyed to Sacrifices 
Gez. 1v. 7. 1n the LXXII. Whether” by 
dividing, we underſtand the dividing the 
whole Be the Parties to paſs through, 
or the dividing the back ( whence the 
Notion of TE|et wnirruve in the Apoftle ) 
to look into the Entrails, or the dividing 
the Fat to Gods part to be burnt, not re- 
ſerving it to themſelves , of which the 


Ap. Hehod. famous Story of Prometheus among the 


Theogon. Feathers, which is ſuppoſed moſt pro- 
 _ perly to belong 'to the Caſe of 
Cn FE 
_ & XL. Itwas alſo further uſualin thoſe 
Precedents, whom our pretended Author 


ſeems to emulate in Forging this work, 


_ tobegin their Antiquities with a Philofo- 


phical K-5uc$-iz. So had Moſes, whoſe 


Tranſlation by the LXXIL. very probably 


Tn £:{;b. firſt fet the reſt upon 1t. So had Berofas, 
Gr. p 5: asappears by what we have from Alexan- 
In Euſeo. 


Gr. p.5. & aer Polyhiitor out of his Firſt Book. So 


de Pr. Ev. Marnetho's 1n his Book Sothis, the fameit 
TI P440- ſhould ſeem with his ze 8146, in which 
was contained hys 1 heologia, another name 

of the Myſtical accounts of thoſe Firſt Or7- 

_ ginals, and it may be the ſame with the 


Voce Mu 


oc. Me" to have been alſo the beginning of his 
ya Yo ne IN | Hiſtory. ; 
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_ $Þv910034z4 mentioned by Suidas 5 and ſeems 


Hiſtory. 'Thus therefore Philo allo 
thought 1t convenient to begin his Sar- 
 choniathon with a Philoſophical, but My- 
{tical account of the beginning of the 
World. And here alſo the /Eg yptiar 
Notions had generally obtained. TI have 
(hewn how Beroſws and the Phenicians 
came to pretend to them. I have alſo 
ſhewn how the Doctrine even of Moſes 
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_ cametobe takeninto them- But it ſeems 
to have been the cuſtom of the Eg ypti- 


ans, to father all gheir Arts and Monu- 
ments, and Sacred Conſtitutions on Her- 
zzzs, Thence ſo. many thouſand Books 
aſcribed to him in Jamblichzs, Nor was 


De Myft.. 
eFgy}t. 8& 


it only taken up by them. It was uſual ch. 
 1n thoſetimes to father the Monumentsof 
- a Se on the firſt Author ofit. Thus the 


Golden Verſes, and other works among 


Oo 


- the Pythagoreans alcribed to Pythagoras, 


who yzt is ſaid to have written *.7o{eph. c. 4ppion. L.r, 


C*) nothing, and that with a dy aperynadhoags 


deſign that his Diſciples might 
not read, but live according to 
his Injun&tions. Thus Plato's 


Diſcourſes fathered on Yocrates 
who yet diſowned (®) his being 


theAuthor of many things there 


attributed to him. Thus (*)Zo- 


roaftress works kept fccret a- 


1n ſalut.S. Hieronymadv. 
Rufin.Plutarch. de Fort, 


Alexand. L.1.p.328.A. 


Porphyr. vit. Pythag. p. 
208. Claudian. Mam.de 

Stat. Anim. L.11.C. 3. 
(f)caert.L.11 1.Platon. 


P-73-B. The (ame Athe- 


nes layes concerning 
Gorgias andPhedon De- 
1pnol.L:XL.C. t$.N.$05. 


2:507.B. © (*) Chmale 
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ſuſpicion of their being Forged by them. 
And this modiſh way of thoſe times was, 
in all likelyhood, the occaſion of ſo many 
— Suppoſititious works Forged by thePrimi- 
tive Hereticksunder the name of the Apo- 


(+) Expo [.ſtlesSo allo (*)Ezoch being owned by the 


L:m.aP. .Eul. 


PrEv.Luix. Babylonians We the Author of Judicial A- 
| ſftrolopy, and other Arts and Sciences,being 
pretended to have been revealed to his 
Son Mathuſelah by an Angel, was in all 
Iikelyhood the occaſign of Forging the 
Prophecy of Exoch, and thoſe Diſcoveries | 
 pretendedi n 1t by the 'E,452-pu, though it * 


Eragm-ap- alſo appears that the bake of Mercury 
Stob.Eclop 


Pie, & favoured the ſame accounts of the fall of 


Le thoſe Angels, becauſe the Babylonians and 
:v.inſt 


Et"  Higyptians both pretended to the ſame 
: , Traditions at Heliopolis. _ But m noſort_ 


of Writing was this more frequent than 


© Fa in their (') Dialogues, which was the 
_ Þrc 


vancd by FOFM generally obſerved 1n theſe pre- 


Cizer Ep. tended works of Mercury, And I can- 
V2rron. 


UnieQuaſt, NOt tell, but theſe ſame Traditions of 


Academ. the Heliopolitanes were ſo far counte- 


& M4'70% nanced by the Jews themſelves, astheir 
Saturnal. 


L. 1.c. 1. OWN Revealed "Religion would g1Vve 


leave. The account of Mojes's Expe- 


dion into Ethiopia, and ſeveral other 


Things mM nuch tor his. advantage, was taken 
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mong the Dies of Prodicus, a ſhrewd _ | 


ate 


095). 


Ev. 


by Joſephus, which (hews nou Foſehh. Ad q 4, 


underſtanding among them. So- 
alſo does the Jews chooſing 


build their /Egypriap Temple vii. 30. 
of Onias, T mean at the Helio- | 
politane Leontopolis in ecanradiſtindiion 

to Leontopolys, that was the head: of adt- 


ſtin&t VOuuGge Nor 1s there any heed tobe 


taken of the Rabbis who aig itinAlex- 
ardria, though I believe, by Alexandria 


litanes, and wi loved . Ar qa. . qpol 


_" Fr. MN : 


p- 432. D 


| ofedh. Ant. 4 I 5 
that place above all others, to - 73s 42.5.6, Jud. 


Vid.S$elden 
de Succell. 


they mean the whole /&gyptian Colony in Pontif. 


of Jews, 1n oppoſition to their Colonies , 
in other Countries. 

XLI. THis /Egyptian Philoſophy there- 
_ fore, being that which was ingredient in 
molt of the received Koawoyoier, at leaſt 
being pretended and conceived to be ſo, 


how different ſoever the accounts were, - 


which were pretended from that ſame 
Original 3 therefore Philo Byblizs alſo 
thought it fit to take it into hisx pretended 
J = 


Hebr. L. ll, 
Ce Oe 


oniathon. And becauſe he had found - | 


it Fathered on Authors who fo little 


agreed concerning the Particulars of it, 


where it was to be had, and'who muſt _ 


therefore ſome of them be certainly miſta- 
ken; it Was therefore neccilary:. to pre- 
© A tend 


- 
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or Mercury. Which, by the way, makes 


| It ſuſpicious that he took his Informations 


from the Books as Publiſhed from the He- 


Tiopalitane Pillars, eeing he doesnot him- 


ſelf; ſo much as pretend'to the Original 
Pillars themſelves; and yet to ſecure his 
credit from being only at the Second hazd, 
he pretends that Mercury cauſed them to 
be written Originally, not in Pillare, but 
in Books. But becauſe ſo many before 


him who had pretended to thoſe fame - 


Writings, had yet miſtaken in 1zterpret- 
ing them; he therefore contrives a likely 
account how they might have a likely oc- 
caſion of ſuch miſtakes, and yet himſelf 


| befree from the ſuſpicion of the like Er- 
rors. He pretends therefore that the firft 


Writings of Mercury, had extricated the 
Philoſophical accounts of the firſt Orzgi- 
zals of things, fnom the Mythological Arts 


_of . concealment, wherein Antiquity had. 


involved them; and that it was ſome 


while after, but yet before any communi- 


cation with the Greeks, that the Prieſts 
had again inyalved them. Which yet be- 


- 1ng done before Orphexs's time, by whole 
| means}hey cameto the Greeks, wasa plain 


OCcalionN 


——— xend to ſome very certain means of Infor. | © 
__ mation, Accordingly he alſo pretends to 
the Writings, not the Pillars of T[aautw 


cad 


occaſion how Cn Wi ates. 
lowed thoſe latter accounts darkened pur- . 
_ poſely by the Prieſts, might be miſtaken.” © 
| Becauſe they had nothing to inform them | 
but theſe deſignedly obſcure A/egories, 
which were both capable of many ſenſes 
in themſelves; and if any certain ſenſe 
had been preſerved, yet it had not been 
eaſily diſcoverable by the Greeks without 
the Prieſts, who, as I ſaid, were not for- 
ward to communicate any thing of that 
nature to Strangers. 
$. XLIL AND by the ſame means he 
had alſo provided an account how the 
{Egyptians themſelves might be miſtaken 
concerning their own Philoſophy. For 
thoſe Prieſts, who firſt involved them, 
are ſaid. to: have delivered them down 
thus obſcured, both to their own Sxc- 
ceſſors, x, Tois £ TUTKTOS, that 1s, to ſuch as gd Euſed. | 
_ were initiated 1n their Myſteries, as I be- P-39 _ 
leve Vigerus has rightly Teakad it, It 
ſeems then, that they muſt not have been — # 
ſuppoſed to have cleared them, even to 
ſuch as were initzated, which ſure they 
would have done, if themſelves had pre- 
ſerved any certain Tradition concerning 
them. Accordingly they are ſuppoſcd to 
have continued under this obſcurity, till 
( after many Generations from ow PLFEDz 
KY TH HS 
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_ again unriddled them. . So Lunderſtand 


thoſe words of Philo Bybliuss danyeies 
£m x:45 Wyhv Þ Ocoolay EQaTIOA, For this 
ſeems to have been the Notion of that 


| Sacred term 9#7i5p3;, as it 1s uſed in the 
counterfeit Writings of Mercury, (whom 


this Author follows) and the Pen-men |} 


of the New-leftament, and other ſuch 


Writers of that Age, for the Revelation of 


Mjeries. I ſuppoſe from that Literal 


| SaSuyea and WTI 9s, and withdrawing of 


_ the Vail beforethe Shrine of theImage by 


the *1:ecpdy715, which were 1n the ordinary 


courſe of Initiation to be uſed to thoſe 


who were brought into the dark Aadjta, 


.mon tothe prophane Vy{gar, but only ſo 


which had probably, by that time, quite 


and initiated in the higher fort of Initia- 
tion called *Emmia, Theſe therefore I 
ſuſpe& to have been pretended for the 


Authors of the *Amyupa *Apuwior yedupers, || 


to which this Author pretended, as has 
already been obſerved. Where if I be 
not miſtaken, it will then be further ſuſ- 
pictous, that theſe Authors themſelves did 
not ſo diſcover them as to make them com- 


as to retrieve the Traditions of the Prieſts, 


miſcarried, afterthy had beenſo long re- 
icrved 1n ther Breits, and intruſted only 


{ 


ri 
W 
ne 


e599). 


"x0 Orartratition; For, 1 theſe diſcove-- nr 


ries had been deſigned for the Vilear, the 
Writings which contained them, would 
not have been ſtyled 'Amxpupz, the pro- 
per term for Myſtical Writings  norcon- 
fined to the "are, and by that means 
rendred inacceſſible to #7imtiated Perſons, 
asthey are ſuppoſed to have been. Be- 
lides that, by the preſent extant Epiſtle of 
Ammon, it appears that the Ammonians 
muſt not have been for raging. their | 
Myſteries. 

 $ XLIIL Axnpm giving: this account 
| how all that had before. him, written on 
- this Subje&, might have been miſtaken, 
he at the ſame time ſecured his own Au- 
thority from the hke Exceptions. For 
having pretended before, that Taantxs 
had written his Books clcar from thoſe 
Mjthologies and Alegories wherein they 
had been involved by the Prieits, and 
were afterwards again involved till they 
were a ſecond time unriddled by Syrmn- 
belyus and Thuroz and having made his $San- 
choniathon derive his Information imme- 
_ diately, both from Taautws's own Books, 
and from the Books of thoſe Expoſitors, 
who afterwards retrieved his way of 


ſpeaking clearly without Aegories: He 


had hereby ſecurcd himſelf of two things 
ff 
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were derived from clear and unobſcured 


Originals, . not from A/egorical and Se- 
cond-hand accounts, from them who had 
no mind to be underſtood by thoſe to 
whom they communicated their Me. 


ries. Another was that, even for thoſe 


Originals themſelves, he did not depend 
on a ſingle Authority. The conſent of 
the Writings of Mercury, with thoſe of 
the Ammonians, were to be mutual atte- 
ſtations of the S7xcerity of each, (atleaſt 


would be pleaded as ſuch by him ) that 


| neither the Original Writings of Iqautes, 


nor thoſe retrievements from the Anzmo- 


_ zians, might ſeem ſuſpitious of being the 


Fiftions of thoſe who firjſ# produced 
them. For having pretended them to be 


from diſtant Writers, and diſtant places, 
and Sacred macceſiible Records; it would - 


be pretended that there could not have 
been that Communicatiau between them, 
as to make them able to agree in Forge- 


- ries. Yet was not this excluding of A/e- 


on 


gories to be underſtood ſo, as if he had 
avoided all Fables; bur particularly with 
reſpect to the Stoical way, whether by 
them derived to the later /Eegyptiazs, or 


borrowed from them. That was to Ale- = 


g0r!ZC 
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of great moment for recommending his #0 
Credit, One was, that his Izformations at 
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#orize their firſt Hiſtories into a Kopoyuley = 
a Syſteme of Natural Philoſophy, to make 
upiter (ignifie the Ether, Juno the Air, 
eſta the Earth, Neptune the Sea, @*c. 
and fo to Alegorize the Hiſtory of the 
AFions of thoſe Perſons into a Hiſtory of 
Nature. asif indeed there had never been 
ſuch AFions or Perſons, but only that the 
feveral Elements of Nature had been 
 Myftically repreſented by ſuch Names, and 
the Phenomena of Nature had,by a Poetical 
Proſopopeia, been turned into a Romance. 
That theſe were indeed the A/egories de- 
figned by Philo Byblizs, appears by theſe 
words of his: *Am\ o wi veereru F izgoatyop, Philo Bybl. 
To kV AYVOTH DEL ua H, os FPIS 5 dmereunayTo, ts 
eMnyela x) ws mvonoavress x; Tois Korres — 
Fa FNaot yy aHay Taculyu, Wh, aTHHOAN, 
X3 Toru auTo1Ss £720V Tupey. ws jr pada __ of ee 
' - edv 7d wil) dues Yjubave, And again, 
 »Aniopnoas, Tois Ts quaiuis 4 xorpnors mev01y Ap, Fuſth; 
| Svapicas, e&c. And what with graceful Pr. Ev. bs | 
mixtures of Poetical fancy, in themoſt ***3% 
Antient Writers of their Fa Originals, 
who were generally Poets; what with | 
 thatdelight of the Aztiezts in Parables , 
_ andin veſting their Parables with Hiito- 
rical and likely Circumitancesz what with 
that ordinary Method of theſe Myſtical 
IV riters, who uſually made way for their 
| Tl Altegories, 
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Allegories = a at little occaſions of 
corifuting the Hritorical Truth of what 
they deſigned to Alkgorize ( wherein we 


ſee them imitated by Philo, Origen, and 


theother Antientswho firſt began to pra- 
-icethis way with the Scriptures ) Liay 
with all theſe wayes, they made it indeed 
{cem likely, 1t not concerning all that was 
ſaid of ge, Perſons, yet concerning many 
of them, that they were not ſo much as 
_ deſigned for Hiſtorical Truths, but only 
for Alegorical Repre watts. Yet theſe 

=o a diſtinguiſhable from their de- 


ſtories, at leaſt not 1n later times 


er the obliteration of the Origizal Tra- 
þ 5 and being withall red on 

the fame Authority which delivered the 
* deſigned Hiſtories ; muſt therefore render 
all their Hiſtories hable to juſt Suſpi- 
clon. 


been the way of Alegorizing only, that 


Philo found fault with inthe Greek Wri- 


_ ters, and that uncertainty of their Hiſto- 

"ries which neceſfarily followed there- 
upon 3 but alſo the indecorouſneſs of 

their Alegories to their Deities, which 

_ the Epicureansand Jews before, but now 
in Pbilo's time, the Christ:ans had lately 
made great advantage of, for expoſing 
- the 


$ XLIV. Nor does it Pa to have. 


th 


wu 


(103-3 
the mk 4 Religions When _ Prong 
Anobret ( deſigned the ſame with Sarah) 
an imzJde@ wuen, The very name of 
Nymph is Alegorical, and in; the Philoſo- 


Vid. Por 


phyr. de 


Antr. 


phical Altegories, of a peculiar ſignificati- Nymptar. 


on. This therefore Phil takes particu- 
" lar notice of, that from theſe A/egories 

of the Phenician Prieſts, the Greeks had 
taken occaſionto ſet up thoſe which were 
ſo very offenſive, and gave fo great ad- 
vantage to their common Adverſaries. 
"Ey3y "Hoiod\@r, bime wiainot mem munever Jeoidh, | 
x) Hyavroutyins, x Trrevousxias innacay dias 
x) KTOURS* fs CVjATRENPEEI OL SGevitnoay F aANDeray. 
Theſe were the Alegories ſo much decry- 
ed, not omty by Adverſaries, but diſown- 
ed by the Philoſophers generally, and ſuch 
generally as, with any judgment, under- 
cook the defence of the- received Relipt- 


ons: That the Gods ſhould havea begin- | 


Philo aps. 


Ev. l.g. 


ning, and be Bor by the Conjun&tion of 


Males and Females like other Mortals, 
( this he means by their @zz-via ) That 


they ſhould be moleſted by Wars, and 


reduced to ſo great extremities, as the 
Fablers pretended, in the Wars with'the 


Giants, and Typhon and Enceladus and the. 


13tans, ( thoſe were the T:yarrouayju and 
Tiravoua,yea '} That they ſhould E-maſculate 


one anOURT '8 as Saturn 18 pretended to _ 


bave 
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have ſerved Ourarns, and Jupiter his Fa 

ther Saturn, ( thoſe are the 'Ezreua? here. 

meant.) Theſe the wifeſt Men looked 

on, not only as corruptions of their Hi- 

ſtories, but as teproaches to their Gods, 

and Religioris. Plato diſowned then, 

De Alle- and therefore ſerids Homer Crowned out 
gor- Homir. of his Common-wealth. So did Hera- 

Plutarch. Clides, and generally the Stozcks, whio for 

de Audi- this yery reaſon turned them into A/ego- 

yay ry.. So Plutatth, Proclus and Macrobins. 

_ ri4.p.355- And therefore here Philo thought he 

gee? *!. might do an acceptable piece of ſervice to 

Plat. Lib.r, the common cauſe of Philoſophy and Pa- 

©-4-Marob. ganſm 1n general, if he could: from the - 

L 1. Originals of theſe Fiftions, ſhewthat they 

.._ - were intended for no other but Fi@70-s, 

by thoſe who firſt invented themz and 

that they had no grounds 1n their Firſt 

_ and moſtfimple, and moſt creditable 1ra- 

ditions and Hiſtories, but were ſuperadded 

by thoſe who neither did, nor could pre- 

tend to any new tneans of Information, 

_ and by thismeans diſoblige their common 
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cauſe, from the defence of what the com- 


mon conſent of their Wiſe men had 
granted, to be indeed fo very imdefen- 
mm: CEOs 9: TT aBR 
_ $. XLV. HE pretends therefore, in his 
own Hiſtory, to give us, from the fore- 
: TT ren mentioned 
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concerning thoſe Antient Perſons and 
ATions of the Phexicians, tree from thoſe 
Additional paſſages . concerning them , 
which were only -inveyted for deſigns of 
Ali:gory, whether by 'the Greeks, or the 
Phenician Prieſts themſelves. Yet net- 
| ther ſo does. his performance agree with 
his undertaking. However it comes. to 
paſs (* whether through the heedleſoneſs of 
_ Philo, or his Injudicionſaeſs 19 his choice 
out of extant Hiſtories, what he was to . 
Father on his Sarchoniatbon, ) we have 
ſomethings intermixed, which neitherate 
likely to Fave beeri true,' nor to have 
been deſigned for ſuch by. the Authors; 
tiay ſeem to have been defigned for no 
other than Alegorical ſenſes, and that in 
the worſt moſt indefenfible way of A/ego- 
 #izing, from which he had preterided to 
vindicate their received Religion. He 
| makes his Saturn Emaſeulate his Father 
_ Ouranys., Here is one of the 'Ezroat which = 
 hehad before reckoried among the moſt 
Scandalows (ort of Alegories, But this he 
may poſſibly pretend to have been done 
by. his Mar Saturn, who was afterwards 
by miſtake made a Cod, eſpecially as the 
name God implyed not a Dzvine Honour 
only, but alſoa Divine Nature: And cons 
= H cernng 
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-- cerningthe Maxit might have been Hiſto- | — 


rically true, and defigned for nn moreby 
wn provepge Sanchoniathon, But what - 
ſhall 


75 1745 Blood, and from ſuch 'a wound as that 


X) T MoTH= 


Ay \ 


fav TH 


». was, to have flowed into the Fountains 


74. ap. and Rivers? Certainly this could have 


Enſcb, ] 


b. 


p. 38. B, Pen meant for no other but an Alegory. 


It is like what is told concerning Ofris 
among the Egyptians, and the tears of 
Sophia among the Valentinians, who ſeem 
to have borrowed much of their Hereſie 
fromthe /Eg yptians, where it firſt appear- 
ed. AndIcanhardly doubt, but that this 
wasintended by the Authors from whom 


he took it, to ſhew the true Original of 


Fountains and Rzwers. that the Waters be- 
zeath the Firmament, as the Scripture di- 
{inguiſhes them, were derived from thoſe. 
| above the Firmament; the Fountains of 
the Deep (upplyed from the Windows of 
Heavenzthe Fountains and the Rivers nou- 
riſhed by the Rain which came from 


_ , *Ovesnts, 1n the he Notion of it, as it 


Includes the Air allo. And poſſibly conſi- 
dering this as taken from Taautzs an /E- 
£yptian, by the Rivers might be meant 

ern .- 


/ 


which no doubt all the Fountains of 
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opt proceeded, which were ——_— : 
Oz 


turned alſo into Blood, when Nzlss was 
and then he might allude to the Tradition 
_ of the Eeyptians, that Nilus was derived 
from Heaver, as Diodoras tells us. 
So Homer calls it Ami 


TTetv y &7* ay * Aryriſoo AtimTh © Trac = *Odvoo.As 


Av Tis u dtp ZÞS1s.— 

And again, | : 

PAL I is * Aro Atimere@- worain 
 SThon ves © | | SEE IO 
Aizv#C- with him is Nilzs. AndT am apt 
to think that the reaſon why he called it 
| &iimrh, Was becauſe, of all thoſe many 


Opinions which were. afterwards raiſed 


concerning the Riſe of Nz1#s, he rather in- 


clined to that which derived it from the 
Air whichis called Jupiter and *Ovgards, as 
I faid in the larger Senſe, whether from 


the Rain or the nielted Szow, both of 


whichbelong to Jupiter 1n the ſenfe now 
mentioned. The moſt Aztiexvt and moſt 
Popular Opinions are nioſt likely to have 
_ beenintended by the Mythologers, Andto 


- prove that this was ſo, .we cannot have a 
fitter Teſtimony than this of Homer. He is_ 


Ib 


one of the moſt Artient of the Pagais Wrie 


ters. As a Poet, he is moſt ſuited to Vulgar 
capacity, and ofnearelt affinity to the My- 
thologiits, He was an /*gyptian Born, of 
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Heliodorws.But whether we beheve him or 
not,yet it is more unanimouſly agreed.that 
he learned moſt of his Philoſophical Noti- 
ons from the /Egyptians. Whence it will 


follow,that this was moſt probably the Po-. 


pular received opinion among the /Eg ypti- 
ans 1n the time of Hoxzer. And of the Two 
Opmions ( which as I ſaid, do make for this 
purpoſeJone of them was received by moſt 
of the Greatest and moſt Artient even a- 


mong the /Eg zptians themſelves. That the 


Nilus had its Original from Rain; was the 


(+) Ariſtotle, AnonyM- 
ap. Phot. Cod. ccxtlix. 
(>) Agatharchides.Dio- 
dor.S1cal.Bibl.L.1.The- 
0ph.Simocattaap. Phot. 
Cod. LX Ve. 
(5) Ap. Plitarch. de 
Plac. Philof. L. fv. c. I. 
+ 5)Diodor SEBIb.L.1 
oh * 9) Senec. Nat. 
Queſt, 1v. 2. 
(**) -Lurret. Lo vhs 
('') Mela. l. 9. 
 Diador. Sic, Bibl, Lt. 


Opinion of (1) Ariſtotle, (2) T 


Agatharchides,and of the Egyp- 
tian Prieſts, as (3) Endoxwus al- 


(ures us. That it was from Sow 


was the ſenſe of (4) Democrits, 


. (OAraxagoras(®) FEſchylns, (7) 


Yophocles, (8) Euripides, and all 


(5) Arntiquity,mentioned allo by 
(2) Lacretizs and (1) Mela, 


| whether ſoever. of. the two be 
true, or was thought 1ſo by the 


Antient Egyptians, orby the moſt Antient 
Philoſophers, (who in all hkelyhood bor- 
rowed what they faid concerning it from 
_ the /Egyptzarrs)) 15 equally ſubſervient, to 
_ ſthew what might - have been the actual 
ſenſe of the pretended Hermes in this Al- 


legory..” 
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blood of the Gemtals of Ouranws, rather 
than any other part,mighthave been to ex-_ 
preſs the Fruitfulzeſs of this Rzver above 
allothers.The S/;»2eit brought along with 
it, manured the Land for Corn, and was 
withall ſo very Prolifick, as that 1t engen- 
dred ſeveral Animals, and made Womer: 
Fruitful that uſed the Water,and gave oc- 
caſ1on to the Fancy ofthoſe Antient Athe- 
- 37s, who thought the firſt men produced 
out of the Shzme of Nilus. Now if I have 
hit the meaning rig in this inſtance, this 
will alfo afford a new Argument agamſt 
our pretended Sarchoniathor, Either he 
pretended fallly that Taantys was free + 
from theſe -Phyſpological Allegories, eſpeci- 
ally from the Scardalors ſort of them, and 
thiswas a miſtake that muſt needs have 
been wilfful, and with ill deſzge, ' He mult 
needs have known from the Booksthem- 
| ſelves, if he had indeed any ſuch Books, 
Whether any ſuch matter was ſo muchas 
pretended by him..[f it was pretended, but _ 
falſlyz that will ruine the Credit of Taz- 
ts himſelf, and make him ſuſpicious of be- 
Ing forged by ſome Modern concerned 
Author, which will conſequently ruine the 
credit of Sarchoniathon allo, it he pretend 
to know Fiftions invented fo long after 
LT ETD _ his 
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Solon, Plu- 


tarch.in So- 
lan.& de ]- 
ftd.&0ſfirid. 
Pyithagoras 
Clem. Alter. 
Strom. I. 


But yet becauſe he was ro make him as. 
Be P g..- 
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himſelf to thoſe Informations of Taaurs, 
which were indeed free from ſuch A/ego- 


ries. And this will alſo be _— convicti- 

on of his Unfincerity 1n pretending what 
Ilikety- - 

hood it was Philo who here betrayed him- 


he did not intend to pertorm.In a 


F 


ſelf, and forgot the Perſon he wasto Att 
under the name of Sarchoniathon. Which _ 
will be a convittion of his diſingenuous 


dang in this, ag well as his other pre- 
tended means of Information. =—_ 
6 XLVI. Tris ſeems to have been this 


Authors deſign in pretending to the now 


mentioned means of Infor-ation.ltT might 
preſume yet farther, to gueſs why he pitch- 


ed onthe very name of 9 anchoniathon, on 


whom he was deſirous to Father his Forge- 
riesz Idonot know whether 1t might not 


have been in imitation of the Ag yptian 


Sonchisto whom Solon and Pythagoras are 
{aid to have been beholden for what diſco- 


veries were madeto them of the /igyptiaz: 


Philoſophy. He T5 {tiled an "Ag waectih, and 
AerarE 7 i:gwwr, one of the molt Learned 


of their Prieſts of Sas, Charafters excel- 


lently qualifying him for underitanding 


their Sacred Records, thoſe eſpecially of _ 


his Conntry-man the /figyptian Mercury. 
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Hisown time. Orelſe he did not confine 
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well as Mercyry, paſs for Phenicianrs” 


therefore he might think it fir a little to 


diſguiſe his name with a termination diffe- 
rent from that whereby he was known ta 


the Alexandrians, as he had done in the 
_ nameof Mercury. He calls him defignedly 
Taautus, whom he confeſlesthat the Agyp- 
tians called ©«&z, the Alexandrians avs. 
Why might he not accordingly call him 
Sanchoniathon,whom the /Egyptians called 
Sonchis, eſpecially if 'by fuch a change he 
could draw fuchan Argument for his cre- 
dit from his very name, as Bochart con- 
ceives? This Soxchzs had taught Soloz: the 
'ATrayrinads andy &-.This ſeems to Rove beenno 


other than the 'Arxarrior Ozoaoy in in Diodo- _ 3x 
ap. Euſeb. _ 
ſame with that of Mercry, as this of Sax- PriEv.t-i 


 choniathon was profeſſedly. - For thoſe At- 


rus Siculzs, andin all tikelyhood was the 


Lantij challenged Mercury for theirs, and 


made him the Son of Maja the Daughter 


_ of their famons Aſtrological Atlas, and. it 
may be this was the reaſon why our pre- 
tended Sarchoniathon alſo thought fit to 
challenge Atlas asa Phenician, that they 


might alſo have the double Title to that - 
ſame Philoſophy, on account of Atlas as 


wellas of Mercury. I amapt to ſuſpe&that 
the occaſion of this Philoſophy of the At- 


lantii might have been taken fromthe men: | 
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tion of the Atlantich Iſland i Plato's Ti: 

-:£x5, This, ſome Author well known to. 

Diodorws, might (in imitation of the Phi- = 
loſophical Mythologies, then ſo much in 

_ faſhion, and particularly of Ezexzerzs who 

wrote his Sacred Hiftory from a like pre- 


tended Tleeiynoas of afictious Ifiard called 
Parthaia) haye made the Subject of new 


Diſcoyeries, He might have Perſonated 
ſome who had found it, and in deſcribing 
theplace and the People, it very well be- 


came the Poexz, to have given an account 
of their Sentiments,on thoſe Subjects con- 
cerning which that Age 'wasſo very 1nqui- 


ſitive and curious,  Yetit alſo became 1t to. 


derivethem from Atlas, and fo to fit their 
Opinions to hisPerſon.Or perhaps it might 
rather have been that yet more antient ac- 


count of Solor, concerning the Atlantes 11 


Verſe,irom whom Plato took his firſt occa- 


ſ10n,but(as Plytarch tells usnever lived to | 
finiſh 1t. It ſhould ſeem the deſign of theſe 


Atlantick Diſcourſes both of Solon and 
Plato was much larger than that ſmall ac- 
count ous in Plato's Timexs. From ſome 
of theſe, rather than Tizz#24, 1t is probable 


that Elan had his Tradition that the 
Kines of Atlantis that were of Neptunes 
race, wore their Diadems of Hee-goats as 
their Zueers did of Shee-goats hairs, The 
pe on * Natioh 
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| Nationof the Atlantes are mentioned by Xwoaee. 
Mount Atlas.the "Quaaydy ixtyTes 1N tElian, 8. Plin. N. 
upon whom theſe Traditions were 1mme- Hift. v. 18. 


diately Fathered. And the Country there - 
abouts,as it is deſcribed by the ſame /Elian -#1ien. A- 


accounts, very fit for the Scene of ſuch a 

_ tians ſeem to havebeenthe Poets that con- 
- mire how it ſhould agree with the Do- - 
Urine of Mercury, For as Plato had it from 


_ no higher than Sonchzs the /Egyptian.And 


_ pretend to ſuch Information concerning a 


_ {Egyptians.Beſides Enoch was taken for the 
taken up this conjecture, but fromthea- E-15: 


 Howcould they guels at the Doctrine of 
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It ae inhahitino at th ot Melpom. 
the Antientsas inhabiting at the foot of Me'ps "I 


probably from the ſame Traditions, was ara 


very pleaſant and Sacred, and upon both 


Poetick Philoſophy. But though that might 
have beenthe Poerick Scene,yet the /Egyp- 


trived theſe Stories, that we may not ad- 


Solon, ſo Solon ſeems to have pretended it 


conſidering the Antiquity pretended of 
theſe Atlartians, no Nation could or did «+. 


Nation ſituate in the Wes? of Africa as the 


ſame with this famous Aſtrological Atlas, as ;,,,1,n,, 
Enpolems tells us. How could they have ay. zu/Pr. 
zreement they had obſerved between the 
Dodrinesof Atlas, and thoſe of Enoch ? 


Enoch,butby the Apocryphal Writings then 


extant under his name? The Atlantick Do- 
PRINe Ba amy © 
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Frines therefore agreed with thoſe of the 
Book, of Enoch, and that thoſe agreed alſo 
with the Forgeries then extant under the 
name of Mercury, has already been obſer- 


ved. So that Sorchis taught Solonothing. 


but what had very well become the Per 


fon of Sarchoniathon. 


$. XLVII. THus I have endeavoured to 
ive an account of the deſign of this whole 
Z ion, and that ſuch a one as might agree 


| both with the Tie and Perſor of Phils 


Byblins. 1 have ſhewn what liberty the 
Principles of thoſe Philoſophers allowed 
them for the Praftice of ſuch diſgngennities. 


| Thaveſhewnhow little ſuchan Author as 


Sauchoniathon was known before the time 


_ of Philo Byblizs, notwithſtanding all the 


ſearch that had been made into the Phen;- 


cian Records, and how little regarded after. 


I have ſhewn how little he ſavoured of the 
Antient ſfmplicity, and how much of the 


Modern Emulations. I have ſhewn how lit- - | 
tle creditable he is in his pretended means. | 
of Information, and how far from that ſin- 


oular Love of Truth, for which he would 


| haveit behieved.that his Sarchoniathon was 


ſo particularly remarkable. TI have ſhewn 


_ thatthoſe means themſelves are alſo ſuſpici- 
ons, either that they never were extant, as 
the Memoires of Gideon; or that they were 


Coun- 
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Covnterſited themſelves, as the Writinge _ 


of Taantus and the Ammonians, and that 
long after the time that Sarchoniathor 1s 

pretended to have lived inz that he could 
have followed no Jewiſh Records in hisac- 


counts of Jewiſh matters 3 and'that his fol- 


lowing the Writings of Mercury and the 


 Ammonians,divulged ſolong after hispre- 


tended Ape, are rather Convictions of his 
Falſe-hood, thana Recommendation of his 
Credit. Thave endeavoured allo, as far as I 
could gueſs from the' Circumitances heli- 


| vedin, to givea particular account of the 


occaſion and deſign of each particular ob- 


ſervedin the management of this whole 
Fraud, And I know not what can be de- 
fired more for the Conviftion of it at this 
diſtance of time, and loſs of Original Mo-. 
auments. {5 


&. XLVIIL. No can I ſee that thisdiC. 


_ covery will intheleaſt injure the Cauſe for | 


which thoſe P:oxs as well as Learned Per- 


ſons have been concerned, who have hi- 


therto made uſe of this Author for ex- 
pounding or confirming (ome Hiftorical or 
Philoſophical paſlages of Scripture. If there 


wereany of theſe Heather Antiquities, that 


- couldeither pretend tothe Age of the Scrz-. 
-  ptures, or to that even Domeſtick Evidence 


of being gexnine.there might then be ſome = 
= Hy pretence 
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= Þme paſſages of the Scriptures by them 
_ » for their uſe whodid notgrant the advan- 
- tage of the Sacred Writers above their 
ownin regard of their Divine Inſpiration, 


- 5 
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fence for reconcling or 


i 


But we never hear of any of thoſe Heathez: 


. accounts of things mentioned in the Scri- - f 


ptures,before the Tranſlation of the LXXIE | 


put them into an Emlatior. Then it was 
that Beroſus,and Manetho, and Menarnder, 


and Lets firſt made and publiſhed their | 
Enquinies. No mention of the Cheldear 
X:ſuthrus, nor of the Egyptian Hyeſp, nor 


of Abraham nor Moſes, nor wage pe Des 


luge in Cteſras or Xenophon, or Herodotws,or 


any of thoſe more Antient certainly-genu- 
7ne Writers. When they did publiſh them, 
the very Records: pretended for them 


_ makethem ſuſpiciousof F oe: _ They 
were pretended only from Sacred Pillar 
extant in Adyta, and theſe very Pilla: 
challenged in ſeveral places,yet not acceſ] 


ble by any who had been deſirous to coi- 


&ictthem. But the Scriptures were onlv 


then Tranſlated. The Originals were extant 


'Jon gh in Books accejſeble and intelligi- 
_ ble 


y any who had the curioſity tolearn 


_ their Tongue, Ido not inſiſt on the 7ranſla- 
1:0 pretended to have been inPlato's time, |. 
| becauſeIhnd no better Arguments for it 

RE : _ thin 
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Fe efſes hat Plato Had ſome] hing 
Sacred Writings, which 1 believe he Ac 
fides that ſuch a Suppoſition is directly contrary =_ 
_ the much better atteſted Story of Arifteus con- _ - 

. cerning the Tranſlation. performed by the com- | 

- mand of Prolomy' Philadelpbus. 1 rather chooſe -, 
thoſe more Ang inſtances of Theopompus the = 
Hiſtorian, and Theodefes the Poet, who had ſeen 
and underſtood thefe Books of the Jews, before 
the Tranſlation of Philadelphus, as we are afſured _ _ 
by Demetrius Phalerens in Arifteus, beſides that Ap. a 

even the Book of Daniel,one of the latelt of them, _ 
was yet ſhewn to Alexander the Great, if we may 
believe Joſephus. So that even from the Greeks we an. xi. 8 

have as early Evidence of their being known, as 
we haveof theis being enquired after, or of their 
being in a capacity to underſtand themz and there 
can be no reaſon to expe earlier. Beſides the © 
repugnancy of thoſe other Nations to each other, 
and of the different Authors even of the ſame Cont. Ap- 


Nation, were certairn Arguments that they did #01-L. -37— if 
v not write from the ſame-uniform aud cruc Re- £939 Fe 


+ cords, as the Fews who all agreed in the ſame 
Books, as Foſepbus obſerves. And tor the Pen- 
rareuth, that of the Samaritanes muſt in all likely- 
hood have been received from them before the 
time of the LXXII: both becauſe the Samaritanes 
were before that ſo exaſperated by the: Fews, as 
; ©hatit is not likely they would receive any fuch 
thing from them, and becauſe it ſhould ſeem the 
. Prophets were not then colle&ed by the Jews 
| that they might have been delivered to them, 
. and ans Þ-x they Rl preſerve it in the Old He- 
Ae? mmwCharter: not jy that which was afterwards 
Apogee by EQ. _- all theſe accounts it 


cannot 
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whereintheſe Heathen Antiquities firſt appeareds.: 


—— THETA: -- 
Porte Marg. 1. 4.in:t. Marg.l.17; Can. P.28.1.20. ver | 


43+ 1.19. 4 | Dota ubut a 
Greeki;u;with the firſt rayl cut o 11P-47-L7. (19 P.48. 
1.27. Zaſher. P.57. Marg. I..3. —lon- 1. 12. P. 58. |. 27. 

diſpoſal ? .P.59. 1.15. Dipbyes. P.60. Marg. l.5.Soz0. P.6t. 


1.5. U.C. P.65, 1.25. were. P.78;1. 10. in Ptolomy. P.9t.. 
1.6..*JJ TV ['Daleth for Reſh.? P. 98.1. penult. they. P1112 
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